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HE Reader will find in the following Treatiſe, 
ſome Curioſities of an uncommon Nature; a Brace 

1 Aathors brought upon the publick Stage of the World, | 
ike the Jackdam in the Fable, in their Native dreſs, | || 
diſroV'4 of all the Ornaments of borrow'd Learning, ſvel- | 
tering themſelves amongſt the Croud of their Brethren of | \l 
the 25 Species, who deride their Arrogance. E | 
I cou'd ſfincerely wifh Apollo wou'd erect a Court at | 

Parnaſſus, for the Trial of pretended Hiſtorians, who 
aſſume that great Character, fraught with no other Me- 
rit but what Confidence and Aſſurance gives them. 1 
would have a Fury of Twelve, Impartial Men to fit up- | 
on their Works, and upon finding 4 notorious Falſhood 
patronix d in the ſaid Hiſtories, with no other Deſign but 
to impoſe upon Mankind, their Sentence ſhould be ſuch, © 
2, the King of Sweden inflits upon his Horſes, unfit 
for Service: They ſhould be diſmiſs d with one of their | 
Ears cut off, that Mankind may know them for the f- 
ture where-ever they go, and that they may carry a Mark 
of Diſgrace with them to their Graves. Moreover, ſuch {| 
Men for the future, ſhould not be ſuffer d to write an 
News Paper, or Print an Advertiſement, nor even tell | 
a Story in common Converſation ; till they bad given 
ſufficient Demonſtration that they bad forgot the Art of © 
Lying, „ 
Their Books ſhould ſerve them for Food, it being moſt 
Reaſonable that ſuch Men ſhould eat their own * 2 
= | Who © 


i The PREFACE. 
who have either wrong d the Dead or ſlander'd the 


Living. | 
I would have alſo thoſe Men figmatix d by the ſame 
bonaurable Court, who ſhould ſeek. a Reputation by quo- 
ting Books they never Read; this being of the ſame Spe- 
cies with Hiſtorical lying, for the Reputation of the 
Dead is equally injur d, and the Living ſuffer as much 
by being impos d upon, and thro their means made Fools. 
Such Diſcipline is ſo neceſſary to the common Good of 
/ va that Apollo cannot but highly Reliſh t 
ame. . 
| Whereas on the other, for want thereof, Hiſtory is as 
much puzzled as a Chancery Suit. Biſhop Merk's has 
been Four Years under Trial, Papers, Records have been 
examin d, bis Proſecutors have ſtuck at no Forgeries to 
procure his Condemnation, and have hir d Knights of 
the Poſt to ſwear him cut of the ſame: So that unleſs 
out of Charity, ſome Council plead his Cauſe gratis, be 
is within an Ace, notwithſtanding all his Loyalty, to be 
condemn'd as an arrant Thief and a Rebel by a Fury 
pack'd for that purpoſe ;. a Fury who glory in Rebellion, 
and make it upon Occaſians their avou d Practice. The 
Biſhop is by this time in ill Hands, if he be not reſcud, 
bis Cauſe is wery deplorable, | 
If be could obtain a fair Trial he might be acquitted 
with Honour, not I think, @ better Argument can be 
us d againſt bis Proſecutors, than Proof of a malicious 
Proſecution : 'Tis plain, the ground of all their hatred 
againſt him is pure Envy and Malice, becauſe be made 
a noble Effort to reſtore his injur d Sovereign, and bis 
Enemies like the Devil, hate thoſe Virtues they cannot 
Aſſociate into their Corrupt Natures. Ros 2 
Another Argument I ſhould uſe againſt bis Enemies, 
is that their Evidence is Contradictory. 
Particularly Dr. Kennet, repreſents Walden Areh- 
biſhop of Canterbury as an Intruder, in bis firſt Let- 
ter about Biſhop Merk's, and yet according to the Princi- 
ples be lays down in the Third be could be no Intruder 
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The PR EF ACE in 
for in the laſt Letter, be produces Arundell gas an In- 
ftance of 'a Lay-Deprivation, to whom Walden ſuc> 
ceeded by King Richard's Writ, and as alſo of bis being 
Legally Depriv d afterwards by Henry IV. be all along 
goes upon the Suppoſition, that Walden compleatly fill 4 
the See till Henry IV. made himſelf by force of Arms 
Head of the Church. However, in this he is miſtaken. 
J urge ſeveral Reaſons in this Treatiſe, why Walden 
was not look d upon Legally to fill the See in King 
Richard's Reign, of which Opinion was even Wal- 
ſingham, as appears in his Character of him after bis 
Death, which u thus, 

* © In the Year 1406 (which was the Seventh of 
* Henry IV.) Roger Walden paid the laſt Debt to 
* Nature, he had gone thro all the Varieties of For- 
5% tune, and perfectly knew her Paces, uncertain, erring 
* and unſtable as ſhe is and ever carries counterfeit 
© Smiles in ber Face, while ſhe imwardly bears mortal 
* Frowns. From the loweſt Degree of Poverty, he was 
de advanced to be Treaſurer of England and Archbi- 
* ſhop of Canterbury. But what Right be could 
*. have there while Thomas Arundell was living, the 
* World very well knows. | 

Another Argument 1 think ought to take Place with 
any Court of Fuſtice, which is, that his chief Proſecutor 
is convitted of Forgery. | 

For this ſaid Proſecutor aſſerts in his firſt Letter, that 
he has got by him a Regiſter of Scrope Archbiſhop of 
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* Anno Domini 1406 (qui eſt annus Regni Regis Hen- 
rici a conqueſtu quarti ſeptimus) Dominus Rogerus de 
Walden debitum Naturæ ſolvit, qui varia fortuna vectus 
Expertus eſt ſub brevi Tempore, quam ſit inconſtans, in- 
lerta, volubilis, ipſa errans inſtabilis; vaga, quæ dum ſtare 
putatur; occidit & facto, mentitur Gaudia vulta, Nempe 
per hanc ex pauperculo, factus eſt Regni Theſaurarius, & 
mox Cantuarienſis Archiepiſcopus, quo jure mundus novit 
vivente Thoma de Arundelia. Walſingham Hiſt. Ang. An, 
7406. p. 41. | 1 | 
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iv The PREFACE. 
Vork, in which be finds Die Dominica 19 Ottober; 
A 1399. That Thomas Sumaften Biſhop of Carliſle 
d Homage to bis Metropolitan of York. He ſays, 
- Biſhop Merk's bad another Name, viz, Sumaſten. S» 
I ſuppoſe, by the Word being mention d ſo twice it could 
8 be no miſtake of the Printer. ; 

But in the Third Letter to favour the Notion of the 
Samos Title, be bas chang'd the Word Sumaſten to 


5 Samoſten, by a peculiar Eiben of his own. Thus it 
ſtands in bis pretended extract alter d. See Third Letter, | 
P. 64. 
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"EVE Addis 10 Dr. be 
in order to perſwade him to forbear 


the Character of an impartial 
Hiſtorian. 


Vi Octor Kennet having ſucceſsfully tri- 
XA umph'd with Two Letters under the 
BDO DA Untbrage of Biſhop Merk's venerable 
WSU Name, ( beg th no Man had either 
found Leiſure or Opportunity to 
Anſwer one or the other) he expected I ſuppoſe 
the ſame Succeſs with the Third. But I aſſure 
him, tis my Purpoſe to diſappoint him once in his 
Life, and awaits him with evident Proofs, that 
he is neither the Hiſtorian, nor the Man of Inte- 
grity, he pretends-to be. He has ſhewn an in- 
veterate hatred againſt a moſt worthy Prelate, for 
no other Reaſon, but becauſe he oppos'd himſelf 
with the utmoſt Vigour againſt Rebellion and 
Hereſy. Such Conduct I muſt confeſs is ſufficient 
to arm ſome of the Moderns, with the utmoſt 
Spleen and Indignation againft him : His Memo- 
ry muſt be neceſſarily Odious to thoſe who value 
themſelves upon cancelling the moſt ſerious Chri- 
ſtian Duties, and the ſolemneſt Obligations ima- 
ginable. Tho' ſurely in any other Age but this, 
his Aſhes might have remain 'd undifturb'd ; eſpe- 
cially, if we conſider his Loyalty and his Honour 
were highly Efteem'd even till this preſent Time. 
But his Crime in boldly ſtanding up in Defence 


2 of 


Nee 


of an injur'd Monarch, againſt a ſucceſsful Tide 
of Tytanny and Uſurpation, was unpardonable ; 
for this, he is the peculiar Object of Dr. Kennet's 
Envy and Spite; for this is his Memory arraign'd 
and blaſted by thoſe Men, who are reſolv'd never 
to imitate his Virtues, 


Bue.che Doctor is pleas'd to beſtow much more 


undeſerv'd Encomiums upon the Arch Heretick 


Mili; he was the Glory of the Engliſh Refor- 
mation, and the Honour of Oxford if we will 
believe this learned and impartial Hiſtorian. But 
I would ask him ſcriouſly, whether he will give 
it under his Hand, as his Opinicn, that no Per- 
ſon in a mortal Sin can be Proprietor of the Goods 
of Life, or of being a Magiſtrate. This Doctrine 
I am ſure will Vacate moſt of the Thrones 
in Chriſtendom, and nearly affect the Doctor's 
peculiar Friends. But that ſuch were the Opi- 
nions ſtrenuouſly maintain'd by Wickffe and his 
Followers, is, or ſhortly. will be made very Eyi- 
dent in his Life. 8 10 

The Doctor therefore need not ſo carefully re- 
commend ſuch a Work to ſome ſober Student at 
Oxford, becauſe tis already done to his Hands; 
nor need he ſo plentifully beſtow his Reflections 
upon the Author of the Letter to the Biſhop: of 
Ely, as he cares very little what the Doctor, or 
any of his Party can ſay of him. But however I 
have Orders to acquaint the Doctor, that ke won- 
ders to find a Divine aim at a Character in the 


World, by Falſifications and flat Contradictions ; 


he deſires to know how long the pretended Epiſ- 
copal Churches bave been Lutheran ; or whether 
Wicleffe, Hus and Hierome of Pragne, ccu'd be call'd 
Lutherans : Or whether the Doctor can pretend 
to aſſert, that the Articles extracted by Woodford 
were Spurious ; whereas the Regen volſcians, and all 
Hicleffe's Friends eſteem them highly. Such logs 
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Reflections do not become a Scholar, and a Man 
of Parts, He knows very well Wicleffe did main- 
ain thoſe pernicious Tenets, and died in their 
Defence. | LOA 

But to return, the Doctor proceeds to tell us, 
that Biſhop Merks had an Hand in extirpating the 
Northern Hereſy, whereas that Hereſy encreas d 
and flouriſh'd upon the Ruins of Biſhop Merks and 
all the Loyal Party. | 
The Doctor is not leſs Unfortunate in aſſerting, 

hat our firſt Archbiſhops and Biſhops were nomi- 
nated and appointed by Chriſtian Kings. i 

From which we muft certainly draw this Con- 
clufion ; that there could be no Chriſtian Bi- 
ſhops before Lucjus's Time, at leaſt, who Reign'd' 
in the Second Century ; whereas Biſhops have 
been in Britain ever ſince Chriſtianity was firſt 
'preach'd therein ; or elſe we yield a very favou- 
rable Argument for Presbytery. However, the 
Doctor will find upon due Examination that 
Branch of the Regale to have taken Place in Bri- 
tain, much later than in either the Eaſfern or We- 
ſtern Empires. | 
But the Doctor does not ſcruple to make his 
Tenth Page look his Eleventh in the Face, and 
contradict it. The Tenth tells us, that the Prior 
and Convent, had regularly and canonically e- 
lected William Strickland their Biſhop, and would 
have adher'd to that Election, if the King and 
Pope had not by Colluſion deprived them of that 
Liberty and Right. MO", 

The Eleventh Page tells us, that from the be- 
ginning the Right of the Nomination of Biſhops 
was in the Legiſlative, and the Right of Inveſti- 
ture in the executive ſupreme Power. 

Thus the Doctor ſeems to fall from his Notions, 
as tho a Revolution had interven'd between his 
Tenth and his Eleventh Page. ni 
8 & us 
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Thus much I have offer d by way of Iatrodu- 
Rion ; I ſhall next proceed to draw a Bill of In 
dictment againſt the Doctor for' flagrant and no- 
torious Hereſy and publick Falſhoods, 

1//, He aſſerts in the above Title Page, that 
Conſecration gives no Right or Title to the Poſ- 
ſeſſion of a See, or any Power or Iutiſdiction with- 
in that particular Dittci&. But ſuch Power could 
be beſtow'd by the King alone. 

2dly, That Archbiſhops and Biſhops were no- 
minated and appointed by Chriftian Kings, in 
their ſupreme Councils; by which I ſuppoſe he 
means their Parliaments. 

34%, The Right of nominating Biſhops was in 
the Legiſlative, and the Right of Inveſticure in ba 
the Executive ſupreme Power; by whom I ſup- * 
poſe he means the Prince. an 

4, That the King at the Head of the Body of the Neu 
Nation, did effectually deprive a criminal Biſhop, W"** 
without a College of Biſhops or a Convocation. 

Theſe are the Articles drawn up againſt him, 
from which the following dark Conſequences are 
deduc'd. 6 | : 

From the firſt, If Chriſtian Biſhops receive no Mt: 
Juriſdiction by virtue of their Conſecration, nor 
by any other means, till the Prince conferrs it 
upon them: No Church Government did Com- 
mence in the World till Chriſtian Princes began 
to appear. Moreover as the Apoſtles themſelves 
did not pretend to infringe: the natural Rights of 
Princes by any divine Commiſlion ; every Act 
of Juriſdiction which they or their Succeſſors per- 
form'd was Arbitrary and Rebellious ; which Al- 
ſertion is Heretical. Moreover as the Epiſcopal 
Power is exerciſing in Perſon, -or.transferiing all 
the Powers of the Chriſtian Prieſthood, no ſuch 
Powers could be lawfully exercis'd in the Roman 
Empire till Conftantine's Days, 


From 
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From the ſecond, I conclude a notorious Fal- 
00d, becauſe no Inftances can be given till very 
nely, that Parliaments interpos d in the Inveſti- 
ure of Biſhops 2: But this Dr. Kenner inſinuates, in 
der to weaken the Authority and Powers of. our 
liſh Monarchs. 

From the third, In cantradi tion to all he has 
4id before, he makes the Nomination to be in 
he Parliament, and the Inveſtiture in the King 
; the Servant. of che Parliament; all which is 
manifeft Colluſion of his own. 

From the fourth, All the Power which 8 
ave inſiſted upon of puniſhing Biſhops, is aſſert- 
d meer Uſurpation; and Biſhops appear at laſt 
nly meer Creatures of the State. 

This is ſufficient to give the Reader a Specimen 
hat the Doctor would be at, he has forgot Cæ- 
1 Maxim, who had rather be a little Monarch, 
han the ſecond Man in Rome. But the Doctor 
could rather be a meer State Biſbop, a Spiritual 
lachine, at the direction of an inſulting Monarch, 
han be no Biſhop at all; or at leaſt run the ha- 
ard of looſing tho beautiful Proſpect, by infilting 
o obtain it in an honaurable manner. 

The Doctor proceeds in his Twelfch Page with 
uilding Caſtles in the Air, and forming Chime- 
ds ic his own Brain: He lays dawn: wild Sup- 
ditions, and ſeems fond of encountering with 
s own Shadow; he lays a Scheme of Biſhops le- 
ally deprived by the Regale, and flying to Rowe 
Ir Protection, which by degrees introducd Ap- 
eals to the holy See, 2 wreſted the Power of 
weſtiture out of the Hands of che King. But all 
fie is an ipſe Dixit, without any Foundation in 
tory ; and ſuppoſes Lay-deprivations as fre- 
«nt in the firft Ages, as ſome are "oy having 
this of ours, 


C8] 
I could not but obſerve a Reflection bf an u 
common Nature in the Thirteenth Page, tho Ia 
utterly Ignorant who the Doctor deſigned it for 
He ſays the National Church was a deform 
Monſter, a domeſtick Body. with a foreign Head 
I may venture to ſay, that this, from any oth 
Perſon would be look'd upon as a Reflection up 
ſome of the Doctor's Friends. 
The Doctor in his Twenty 6 Page h 
given a freſh Opportunity to draw up a new 'Bi 
of Indictment againſt him, full of enormous Po 
tions: He Condemns theſe following Notions: 
Un- orthodox, the Offspring of Prejudice and P: 
ſion, which are indeed 'Effential to the Good 
the Church, and the common Benefit of Bb 
on. | 
& 1ſt, That the Church Raja is 900 College 6 
Biſhops, which is in plain Terms denying all: 
piſcopal Juriſdiction, and is oppos d to the Ph 
of Church Government, which ever prevail 91 
the Chriſtian World. 01 
24ly, That Chriſtian N are bound 0 
fend the Rights of the Church againſt the Stat 
by which if he means, that we ſuppoſe it may 
maintain'd by force of Arms, he utters an abſ 
late Falſhood ; but if he ſays that the Rights 
the Church are not to be maintain' d, he puts the 
upon a lower Foot than the civil Rights of-t 
People, and contradicts the very firſt Article ( 
Magna Charta, viz. We: have granted to God, u 
by this our pꝛelent Charter have confirmed -fo3 
and our Yetrs foz ever; that the Church of Et 
gland ſhall be free, and -thall- have all her.-who 
Rights and Liberties Juviolable. - This Chatte 
has by a certain Party been put upon the lan 
Foot with the original Contract, yet the : 
5 manifeſt Violation of the Liberties. of the Chu 
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Has tiot made ſuchi à great Impre ſſion upon tfie 
Kingly Power, as turning out the Fellow of 4 
College. | J 24. po. 
This Chatter was confirm'd by 45 Edward I. 
and by Chapter the third order'd to be tead in all 
the Cathedral Churches twice a Year; and by 
Chapter the fourth the Archbiſhops and Biſhops 
WM are to pronounce the Sentence of Excommiuni- 
cation againſt all who ſhou'd infringe the faid 
Privileges. Yet wou'd this Man perſwade us 
the Church has no Privileges of aniy Conſequence 
to the State: whether they are maintain'd or not. 
3. It is to the great Peril of Souls, that many 
Chriſtians have taken the wrong Side with the 
State againſt the Church within theſe Three 
Kingdoms, and other Reform'd Countries 
Il this be à pernicious Notion, the Conſe- 
quence is plain before us that every Subject is 
in Duty bound to ſacrifice the Church to the State, 
and that they cannot in ſo doing take the wrong 
Side: By this time Chriſtianity is brought to 2 
very low Condition; ſhe no longer ftouriſhes than 
while ſhe is in League with che State; and when 
ſhe falls out with that (which ſhe moſt certainly 
did for the firſt 300 Years) fhe becomes only # 
Rebellious Nufance to the Common-wealth.. 
I confefs theſe Conceſſions give us a vaſt Idea of 
2 Parliament, but a very contemptible one of Re- 
ligion. If a Parliament muſt injoin me the God 
I ſhall adore, the Chriſt I ſhall worſhip, and the 
Articles of Faith E ſhall believe, Mr. Speaker ſhou'd 
have my bended Knees in the Dirt, and my Glo- 
Tia Patri ſfiou d be turn'd to & Gloria Parliamento. 
Can the Doctor face me that it is Antimonarchi- 
cal and Antichriſtian to deny this; is it not plain 
he has here made his Monarch his People, and 
the Parliament his Chriſt. Bat the DoRor has 
beet very unfairhfub in his Reprefentarior of 
| B De. 


[ 10.) 
Dr. Hickes's Paſſage which 1 ſhall here ſubjoin in- 
tire. | 
* That for want of knowing and duly conſi- 
* dering theſe things, many Chriſtians, - to the 
c great Peril of their Souls, have taken the wrong 
© Side with the Church againſt the State within 
* the: Roman Pale, and with the State againft 
© the Church within theſe Three Kingdoms and 
©.other Reform'd Countries. This is the Do- | 
ctor's intite Sentence enlarg'd upon, with all the | 
Freedom, Candour, and Sincerity in the World; 
he blames both the Church and State for En- 
croachments upon each other, and yet is that moſt 1 
important Part omitted by this Man who is fond 
of the Character of an Impartial Writer, More- 
over, if he had but candidly examin'd the Re- 
verend Doctor's Papers, he might be ſenſible that 
he calls Biſnops under Chriſt, the Church Regent, | 
and others even Emperors, Subjects of this . 
Church by Baptiſm, which ſurely is not exclu- | 
ding them from being Members thereof. 
I cannot but obſerve the Doctor's Defect of | 
Candour and Sincerity in another Paragraph. 
He tells us of ſome (and quotes Dr. Hickes at the 
bottom of the Page) who aflert the Clergy to be 
the Church without the People, which 1s equally \ 
unfair; as to aſſert, that when a Man ſpeaks of an 
Act of a Corporation, he excludes the People, 
and confines the Definition of a Corporation on- 
iy tothe Mayor, Aldermen and Common-Coun- 
Cil. d | 
But can the Dector, with the leaſt Grain of 
Modeſty or Aſſurance, charge that Party with 
excluding the_Laity in Communion with the Ca- 
tholick Piſhops from the Boſom of the Catholick 
Church ; if he ſays this, he may for ought I know 
charge us next With being Circumcis'd, and make 


us Infidels or what he pleaſes. 23 
S | The 
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The Doctor proceeds with a mighty Flouriſh 
upon a Remonſtrance of Richard II. and his Lords 
and Commons, which perhaps is the moſt fla- 
grant Inſtance of Prevarication that ever was 
known, which in Prudence cou'd be juſtified up- 
on no other Suppoſition, but' that none of his 
Readers underſtood one Word of Latin, becauſe 
the very Concluſion ſhews, that it was no Parlia- 
mentary Remonſtrance, or at leaſt that no Houſe 
of Commons had any Hand therein. Every Lord 
ſets his Hand to the Remonſtrance, whoſe Name 
in the Quotation is expreſly ſet down by the Do- 
&or himſelf ; and under them are the Names of 

the Commoners. The Two firſt of whom be- 
long'd to the King's Houſhold. 

Has the Doctor any room to aſſert, that the 
Houſe of Commons had any Hand in this Remon- 
ſtrance, or that even the Lords ſign'd it in a Par- 
liamentary Capacity ; as for the Houſe of Com- 

' mons, they at that time were very young, but 
juſt hatchd, and like Lapwings ran about with 
the Shell upon their Heads. Moreover I have 
examin'd the Records, and do not find that any 
Parliament was fitting at that time; the Seſſions 
for that Year were contain'd within the Three 
Months of Fanuary, February and March, and con- 
CE quently they cou'd not fit in Hay, which is the 
Date of this Declaration. | 
But when we have taken the Remonſtrance to 

Pieces, what Advantage can the Doctor draw 
therefrom? Is there any Aſſertion that the Church 
depended upon the State, or that Biſhops cou'd 

be depriv'd by a Lay- Power? As to the Regale, 

lo far as 'tis founded upon the Concordate, I 
abſolutely agree thereto, and Cuſtom had given 
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our Kings a Right to preſent to vacant Bene- 
fices ; but ſuch a Right determines when the 
Concordate expires by any Breach in the Con- 
tract; and if the Lords and King cou'd not ſee 
how he came by this Right it was their Fault, 
and ought not to be drawn into Preſident againſt 
the true Rights of the Church; moreover, Ec- 
cleſiaſtical Hiſtory will put this beyond Diſpute, 
it was towards Fuftinian's Time before the Regale 
began to ſprout, which was in the Sixth Cen- 


tury, before, the Emperors were contented with 


Pretenſion of another Nature, as your own Bi- 
ſhop Burnet will inform you in his Regale. 
But whatever Power of Collation accru'd to 
our Kings by the Concordate, the Power of De- 
privation is another Branch which it dees not 
appear ever was inveſted in the Crown ; info- 
much that if the State takes away the Tem 
ral Revenues, they have no more Right ſo to 
do than to rob Churches, or commit any kind of 
Sacrilege.; neither in our Engliſh Church was.the 
Collation of the Prince ever look'd upon as con- 
ferring the Spiritual Juriſdiction ; for which rea- 
ſon jt coud not by them ever be taken away. 

The Doctor ſeems to be offended with 3 
College of Biſhops and Synodical Deprivations, 
25 tho' he had never read the Councils of Nice, 
C on (tant inople and Sardice, which have ſetled Ap- 
peals, limited the Juriſdiction of Patriarchs and 
Metropolitans, and ſetled the Laws by which Bi- 
ſhops are to be tried, without any Regard to 
the Eccleſiaſtical Supremacy of the Prince, or 
any Remonſtrance from the State for their Pre- 
ſumption. e 5 n, 

The Doctor however in his zath Page up- 
braids Dr. Hickes with being Chaplain to the High 
Commiſſioner Lauderdale, under whoſe Miniſtry 
Eiſhops were depriv'd in King Charles, II. Reign 
A A. Yn ery v9 
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in Scotland, without any Schiſm following there- 
upon. I muſt confeſs, ſomething too much like 
a Lay-depriyation did happen in that Reign; 
but however the manner in which it was reſent- 
ed, and the Compliances of the Court were Cir- 
cumftances omitted by the DoRor, becauſe they 
were not very favourable to his Scheme. Burner 
Archbiſhop of Glaſgow was diſpoſleſs'd of his See, 
and Dr. Leighton put in his Place; however 
the Regale was in ſome meaſure limited to give 
only the Title of Commendator to Leighton, till 
Archbiſhop Burnet was prevail'd upon to reſigp ; 
but even the Reſignation pleas'd not the Scottiſh 
or Engliſh Biſhops, who were not quiet cill the 
King had reftor'd the Archbiſhop Burner, ſee Col- 
lier's Eccleſ. Hiſt. Vol. 2. p. 895. As for the Do- 
Ror's Objection, that no Schiſm follow'd there- 
upon, this was no more than conſiſtent with Pri- 
mitive Cuftom, one or two Schiſmatical Acts did 
not immediately break Communion , the Primi- 
tive Chriſtians began firſt with Remonſtrances, 
Treaties and Efforts of Accommodation, before 
they intirely cut off an Offender from Commu- 
nion. | 
The Doctor in his 25th Page is pleas'd to fur- 
niſh the World with a whole Series of Inſince- 
rity and falſe Dealing; he has got a new Re- 
monſtrance of the Lords and Commons in Parlia- 
ment, tho as far as we can judge by the Record, 
if it was ſign'd by the Houſe of Lords in Parlia- 
ment, the Commons as a Houſe had no Share 
therein: It was fign'd by the Lords Spiritual and 
Temporal, and by no Commoners. The Lord 
Herbert tells us indeed it was fign'd by the Con- 
currence of his Subjects Spiritual and 4 0. 
in Parliament, by whom he means the Houſe of 
Lords: But however, if Dr. Kennet had but con- 
ſulted either the Records or his Friend Biſhop 
| | Burnet, 
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Byrnet, he would have found my Lord Herbert 


miſtaken, becauſe no Parliament was at that Time 


ſitting ; it being prorogu'd from June to Offober ; 
and therefore could not be ſigned in Parliament 
July the thirtieth: Moreover Burnet will tell 


him that the Paper was carried about to the re- 


ſpeRive Habitations of the Lords to be ſigned, 


and no Commoners Hand was put thereto, but 


: g KT | 


ſuch as were of the King's Heuſhold. I conclude, 
the Doctor has groſly abus'd either himſelf or the 


World, or both, in his two Parliamentary Remon- 
ſtrances. | | 
The Doctor is not contented with one Falſhood 


in 2 Paragraph, but he preſents the Reader with, 
an whole heap of the moſt groſs and flagrant Miſ- 
repreſentations as ever appear'd in the World ; he 
forg'd a Proteſtant Miniſtry for King Richard IL. 
out of his own Brains; when he had done this, he 


turns this Miniſtry out, and brings in a Popiſh one, 


which immediately adviſe the King to perſecute 
the Lollards, (faithful Proteſtant Subjects as they 
were) diſpenſe with the Laws made againſt Po- 
pery, ingratiate himſelf with the Pope, tor which 
he was depos'd, and ſo infamouſly ended his Reign. 
But if we conſult King Richard II's Reign, we 
ſhall find that this ſuppos'd Proteſtant Parliament 
was in the Year 1390. Nor do know what Change 


was made in his Miniſtry till Seven Years after ; 


during which Interval, the King, except a ring, 
Quarrel with the City of London,enjoy'd aquiet and. 


a proſperous Reign. But Dr. Kennet, in his Hiſtory 


of England,is pleas! d to repreſent Richard as a Prince. 


ever Zealous for the Romiſh Religion; and under 


this ſuppos d Erojeſtape Miniſtry upon ſome En- 
deavours of the Lollards to get the Parliament on 
their Side, he came from ireland on purpoſe to 


ſuppreſs them, and ſent a Commiſſion into every 


wes of rhe Fe to fas for all the ie 
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and commit them to Jail. Bat on the other Side, 
when the Pope in the following Year ſent to de- 
fire him to repeal the Statnte of Præmunire, it was 
not-complied with, by which the Reader may fee 
the King was neither a Lollard nor a Bigot to 
Rome. | n 

But the Doctor would fain make the Lancaſtri an 
Revolution a religious one; but if he ſpeaks till 
Doomſday he will not be the nearer to his Point. 
A ſevere Act was made againſt the Lollards by 
Henry IV. in the ſecond Year of his Reign, and 
he'fign'd a Warrant for the Execution of William 
Sauter (a Prieft once, but then a Lollard) with his 
own Hand. See Dr. Kennet's Hiſtory of England. 
Life of Henry IV. 122. FMumund $317 2 WIFE 
But the Doctor to complete this Chimerical 
Paragraph, and I ſuppoſe with 4 View to a Paral- 
lel between that unfortunate Prince and King 
James II. tells us he exerted a diſpenſing Power 
to break the Laws againſt Popery, whereas I chal- 
tenge Dr. Kennet to prove, that he ever ſo much 
as attempted to repeal thoſe Acts, which were 
Barriers againſt the Encroachments of the Po 
of Rome: Nay even the ſuppoſed ſlaviſh Parlia- 
ment was open'd by the Biſhop of Exeter Lord 
8, Chancellor, with a ſolemn Denuntiation that the 
1 King was ſubject to God alone; Language in 
thoſe Days, which ſounded very harſh in Rome; 
and was particularly us'd in the Statute of Pro- 
viſors, in Oppoſition to the Pope. | | 

Well, but Henry VIII. taking contrary Mea- | 
fures to Richard Il. died in Glory. For my part, | 
I cannot fee, that any Hiſtorian abroad who va- _. | 
lu'd his own Reputation, would give him a good 
Word, or that any Religion would own him ; he 
wanted only a Mother to rip up, to make him an | 
exact Parallel with Nero for Cruelty : And if |} 
burning Proteſtants for not ſubſcribing to * ] 
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ſubſtantiation is a ſign of Affection for the Pro- 
teſtant Faith, I have no more to ſay. 

The Doctor is pleas'd to tell us in his Twenty 
firſt Page, that the King and Parliament are the 
ſupreme Governours of the Church ; I believe he 
will find it very difficult to prove this from Scri- 
— yet to Scripture does he appeal in his 

wenty Sixth Page, in oppoſition to Dr. Hickes, 
wha, if I be not miftaken, has quoted Scripture 
with more Integrity, than ever Dr. Kennet quoted 


Hiſtory. But to return, if Parliaments eyer have 


been Heads of the eſtabliſſid Church, I would 
ask the Doctor whether a Proteſtant and Popiſh 
eſtabliſh'd Church are fubje&t to their proper 
Head the Parliament by the ſame Right; if he 


Anſwers in the Affirmative, this Right muſt be 


Divine, or Humane; if Divine, then a Popiſh 
Parliament has a divine Right to be Head over a 
Popiſh Church, and conſequently Popery is eſta- 
bliſh'd by a divine Right: But if tis . 


the ſame Reaſon holds, why the Grand Seignior 


ſhould be Head of the Greek Church; the Mogul 
Head of the Eng/iſk Church in the Eaft Indies; the 
French King, Lewis XLV. Head of the Hugonets 
in France; and even Monftram Horrendum, the 
Scarlet Whore, as our well bred Engliſh Fanaticks 


are pleas d to call the Pope, would be Head of 


the Proteſtant Church at Avignon or Rome, if ſome 
of that Religion fhould fertle there. All this is 
the pure Reſult of the Doctor's Argument, for 
which the Cham of Tartary, the Emperor of Fez 
and Morocco, and all the griſly Monarchs of Aſia 
and Africa, ought to return him Thanks ; for 
where there is no Parliaments the Headſhip of 
the Church muſt deſcend to Horſe or Man- eaters, 


or any elſe, who have the Fortune to Govern 


Fe th 


the Tartars or Ani bropopha gi. 


1 muſt needs ſay, this new Scheme of the 
Doctor's Has' brought an inundation of Lay-Elders 
upon the Church of England, unheard-of in the 
Apoftles Days. | | 
If St. Paul had been brought before 4 Pagan 
Houſe of Commons, I believe he would have 
been ſo Ignorant of their Supremacy as to preacki 
Jefas Chriſt, alcho' they ſhould reſolve Newiine 
Contradicente He ſhould not be preach'd. FA 
But to return, The Doctor reſumes the Story 
of Biſhop Merkt, and dwells with a great deal of 
Pleaſure upon the Ruines of his Fame; he takes 
much pains to cavil at his Election, tho' he Is 
at the Expence of a4 Contradiction to make it good; 
he gtants by the Quotation in the Margin of the 
Twenty Second Page, that the King did not al 
low the Pope's Right to pre-ele& to a See; but 
he confirmed what was dofie in relation to Biſhop 
Merkt, becauſe he was a Man of Merit, ſut- 
mitted intirely to the King's Pleaſure, and re- 
nounc'd whatſoever in the ſaid Bull was contain'd 
33 to his Sovereign Rights. But Why 
ould the Doctor inſiſt upon the Election of the 
Chapter, when even in his very Title Page de- 
clares, that the Nomination, Election, &c. was 
intirely in the Hands of the King and Parliament. 
Well, but nothing yet ſaid will affect the vene- 
able Prelate, he has yet a moſt bitter Catalogue 
of Negative, Crimes; he Queſtions whether he 
ever was in flis Dioceſs, what then, I have known 
a great many modern Biſhops who have ſpent 
their Days in Dioceſes not their own. But he 
left no Memorial of any Building behind him. T 
ask whether the preſeric Biſhop of, Carliſte, out of 
ll the Revenues of his Dioceſs, can ſave enough 
during his Life to leave the Memorial of a Pigeon 
Honſe behind him when he is Dead, my 
S Mow- 
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However, I ſhall not inſiſt much upon, this To- 
pick, a good Fame is a better Memorial than a 
magnificent Stone- bridge, and is more than a 
great many Prelates are like to leave behi . 
them. Indeed I know one who left a fad 
morial of fleec'd Tenants and rack'd tables: 
and, his Succeſſor is like to leave no other Teſti- 
mony of his Eccleſiaſtical Charity, but a Bouflet, 
Saſh-windows, and a Paltoral Charge. 
Another unpardonable Crime was his being an 
able States- man, and employ'd in foreign Courts, 
as il this was a Qualification unknown to the mo- 
dern Clergy, and to the Doctor himſelf ; who is) 
renown'd for the moſt exquiſite political Divine 
in theſe Days. 

The Doctor is pleas d next to exhübit an In: 
dictment againſt Bilbop Merks for the Murther of 
the Duke of Glouceſter, in which he makes too 
125 with the Stows Annals. His Quotation runs 
thus. | 

„The Duke of Exceſter, the Duke of Surrey, 
* the Earl of Salisbury, and the Biſhop of Carliſi 
* Thomas Merks, had given the King Council to 
<« put his Uncle, the Duke of Glouceſter, to Death, 
5 on che other dide, in both the Quarto and 
Folio Editions, ſtands thus. 

e Thoſe that he would have to be tried b 
© Law were the Duke of Exceſter, the Duke 0 
© Surrey, the Earl of Salisbury, the Biſhop of Car- 
e lifle, and Thomas Merks, which Five had given 
* the King Council to put his Uncle, the Duke 
% of Glouceſter, to Deach. 

Theſe Two Quotations are widely differem 
from each other, and cannot help obſerving, 
the Doctor his taken too much freedom with Stow, 
to correct his Wricings ſo long; after: Eſpecially 
when his Patron to whom he addreſſes this Let. 


ter is ple sd to ſay in his behalf, that he deſerv's 
t0 
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to be remember'd with Honour. That he tra- 
vell'd on Foot through a good part of England, in 
ſearch after the Manuſcript Hiftorians, in the 
Libraries of our Cathedral Churches, and was 
very exact and critical in his Collections; he tells 
us moreover, that Cambden and Sir Francis Bacon 
took ſeveral things upon his ſingle Credit. See 
Nicholſon's Hiſtory Library p. 12. h M85 

Beſides; to clear the Character of Biſhop Merks 
from any Prejudice by this Evidence, ' Stow only 
relates the Accuſation drawn up by the Duke of 
Lancaſter againſt theſe Five unfortunate Perſons ; 
and Poſterity may as well draw the like Conclu- 
ſion from any Hiſtorian who ſhould mention the 
Duke of Monmouth's abominable Charge againſt 
King Tames II. that he poiſon'd his Brother. The 
Hiſtorian may relate the Charge without being 
oblig'd to ſupport the Truth of it in Perſon : Nor 
was it ſtrange, that Lancaſter who had broke thro' 
all the Ties of Honour and the Duty he ow'd his 
Sovereign and kis Country, ſhould be wanting to 
forge a ſcandalous Accuſation againſt the unfor- 
tunate Monarchs molt faithful Servants, a Practice 
common even in our own Times, and freſh in 
Dr. Rennet's Memory. an W901 

But provided the Biſhop did perſwade the King 
to cut off the Duke of Glouceſter, I proteſt I would 


have done the ſame in his Place, tho' I ſhould not 


adviſe the baſe cowardly manner in which it was 
perform'd'; nor does it appear Biſhop Merks ever 
concurr'd in that part of the Story; as for the 
Duke of Glouceſter he was a Snake in the Boſome 


of the Royal Family, and had been a declar'd 
Rebel againſt his Nephew and his King, he was 


moreover at that Time fomenting Differences, 
in order to adyance Schemes advantageous only 


to himſelf, = 
Ip on Thus 
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Thus have I clear d Biſhop Merks from the Ap- 
pearance of any criminal Share in this Affair, 
The Doctor being beat off from this Scent, dwin- 
dles into a poor trifling Objection, which I was 
ſurpriz d to find falling from his judicious Pen; 
he tells us King Richard before he went into Jre- 
land, conſtituted Biſhop Merłs his Executor by 
Will, and left him the extravagant Legacy of 2 
Gold Cup worth Twenty Pounds, and that this 
Will was condemn'd in Parliament upon King 
args s Depoſition, as ungodly and unwarran- 
table. | 
| Upon the whole, Biſhop Merks was Executor 
to an ungodly Will. TR 

But why was this Will ungodly ? Becauſe Kin 
Richard II. oblig'd his Succeſſots to maintain a 
the Acts and Ordinances of the preceding Parlia- 
ment; whoſe Acts, as in his Reign, they were 
not repeal'd, were ſurely Acts of our Con- 
ſtitution, nor cou'd it be any Crime in the King 
to enforce the Obligations of thoſe Acts. For 
my Part I profeſs, it is not well nor decent for a 
Bird to defile its own Neft. The Parliament 
for its own Honour ſhou'd have ſpar'd thoſe Re- 
flections. 7 
But alas ! this Parliament ſo memorably blaſted 
by the ſucceeding, was criminal only for its Loy- 
alty, and bringing Traitors to condign Punifh- 
ment. This was all the Fault which cou'd be 
alledg'd againſt em. 34 25 2 

Another Crime was his being privy to King 
Richard's conveying the Regalia, and Treaſures of 
the Crown away; if this was a Crime, let it be 
wrote in Capital Letters for the Inſtruction of the 
preſent Age. 5 F „een 

Page 37, 38. he quotes Val ſingbam, to prove 
that the Biſhop of Carliſſe was ſent to extort Mo- 

ney 


„ ww re It © 1+ A. A, in 


J M oo. HS 


—— 


OT 3 
ney and oppreſs the People, whereas Walſingbam 
does not mention one Word of the Biſhop of 
Carliſle in all that Paſſage ; but the Doctor takes 
it for granted, the Biſhop muſt have an Hand 
therein, becauſe it was an odious and ungrateful 
Work. In ſhort, any Man of Senſe may perceive 
that the Doctor has dipp d his Pen in Gall againt 
Biſhop Merks, and that he has no Regard to the 
Ingenuity of an impartial Hiſtorian ; or what 
Reaſon had he inviduouſly to refle& upon Stew' 
Encomium on that Prelate for his Fidelity to 
Richard II. and call it conſulting his own Safety, 
ſo that the Doctor was prepar'd, whether the Bi- 
ſhop had ftaid or run away, to caſt the ſame 
Cenſure and mean Reflectjon upon him; tho 
one wou'd imagine adhering to King Richard in 
thoſe Extremities was not the moſt proper means 
of conſulting his Safety; tis evident his Brethren 
Lincoln and St. David's had different Sentiments 
of that matter. | 
I cou'd not but ſmile, to find the Doctor ſplit 
the Biſhop of Carliſle in his 39th Page into Two 

en, and make 'em byt one at the ſame time, or 
which amounts to the ſame, he turns Four into 
Five with 2' juggle peculiar to him; and, as if 
his Memory fail'd him, he has made another Al- 
teration of one poor Sentence in Stow. 
The Doctor p. 41. has found (as he pretends) 
a very formidable Inſtance of a Lay-deprivation, 
which indeed is the ſtrongeſt againſt him of any 
in Hiſtory. The Story in ſhort was thus. | 
In the Year 1397. Thomas Arundel! Archbiſhop 
of Canterbury (his Temporalities being Confiſca- 
ted) was baniſh'd the Realm. This was all the 
Sentence he incurr'd, as may be ſeen in Sir Ro- 
bert Cotton's Abridgment of the Records 21 Ri- 
card II. Thus the Matter reſted till the Year | 
1398, at which time, when the Pope found * | 
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all his Interceſſion in behalf of Thomas Arundell 
was in vain, he Tranſlated him to the See of St. 
Andrew's in Scotland, and plac'd Roger Walden in 
the See of Canterbury, who continued there till 
the Lancaſtrian Uſurpation began to proſper, juſt 
before which unhappy Criſis, the Privy Council 
in the King's Name ſummon'd a Parliament, who 
infamouſly depos'd their Lawful Sovereign. 
But Dr. Keyvet has found in the Writs for ſum- 
moning that Parliament, the Name of Thomas 
Archbiſhop of Canterbury, and not of Roger Wal- 
den ; from whence-he wou'd infer, Roger Walden 
was depriv'd and Thomas reſtor d by a Lay-Power, 
But alas! this places the Depoſing Power in a 
Privy Council and the King, which deſtroys the 
Doctor's Notion of the Nomination and Depri- 
vation by a King and Parliament. 
But raſing Names out of Writs of Summons, 
ſacely is not equivalent to blotting them out of 


the ſacred Dipticks. 3 
But moreover, Thomas Arundel} does not appear 
to have been ever depriv'd of his Biſhoprick by 
the King. Sir Robert Cotton, in bis Abridgment of 
the Records, ſpeaks only of the, Temporalicies, 
nor do any other Hiſtorians ſeem to inlinuate 
more ; and the King's Writ to inveſt Roger Wal- 


den proves, that he look'd upon Thomas Arundel | | 


as Archbiſhop till his Tranſlation to St. Andrews, 
0 2) and Reger Walden was nominated by the Pope. | 
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(a) Rex Eſcaetro ſuo in Comitatu Cantiæ ſalutem, cùm 
Dominus ſummus Pontiſex Eccleſia Cantuarienſi per Tran- 
_ flationem Thomæ nuper Archiepiſcopi loci illius in Epiſco- 
pum Sancti Andre vacante, eidem Ecclefiz de Perſoni di: 
lecti Clerici noſtii Rogei i Walden in Sacerdotio conſtitui 
provideiit, ipſumque in Archiepiſcopum loci ill ius præfece- 
rit & Paſtorem ſicut per literas bullatas ipſius Domini ſum- 
mi Pontificis nobis inde ditectas nobis conſtat nos, &. 
. Ryme1's Fadera Tom. 8. p. 31. 
Fig | | 2. Henr) 
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2. Henry IV. and his Parliament proceeded in 
relation to Thomas Arundell as invalidly depriv'd o 
the Archiepiſcopal See; and therefore, as their 
Power encreas'd, they ſet afide Roger Walden, as 
having neither a Canonical nor a Legal Title 


to the Archbiſhoprick ; which Conduct is an am- 
ple Declaration, that neither King Ricbard ot his 
Parliament, or the Intervention of the Pope coii'd 
deprive Arundell of his Archiepifcopal Rights. 
Moreover, to prove beyond Diſpute, that the 

look'd upon Thomas Arundel as real Archbiſhop 


of Canter ary during his Baniſhment. The Duke 


of rk, the Earl of Northumberland, and others of 
the Blood of the Archbiſhop of Canterbury, .pray 
the King that the ſame Archbiſhop might have 
iis Recovery againſt Roger Walden, for ſundry 

aftes and Spoils done by the ſaid Roger in the 
Archbiſhoprick aforeſaid, whereto the King grant- 
ed, and thanked, them for their Motion ; from 
whence I conclude, they went upon a Suppoſi- 
tion Arundells Pretenſions were good, or no 
Damages cou'd lie againſt the other on his part. 
The Writ for the Reſtitution of the Temporali- 
ties runs thus : | 

Thome Archiepiſcopo Cantuarienſi totius Angliæ Pri- 
mati Reſtitutionem omnium Tempvralium Archiepiſcopa= 
tus prædicti, &c. | 


Quæ in manum Domini Richardi, &C. 


3 Quod quidem judicium tanquam erroneum & invali- 


dum de aſſenſu totius inſtantis Parliamenti noſtri revo- 
cavimus, ceſſavimus & adnullavimus, 8c,  _ 

Habenda una cum exitibus & proſicus, inde à tem- 
pore Captionis eorundem in manum dicti nuper Regis 
provenientibus, &. Rymer's Fœdera Tom. 8. p. 96. 
By the laſt Clauſe we may conclude, that the 
Temporalities were ſuppos'd to have been ille- 
gally detain'd, becauſe the Writ orders, that Ji 
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Arrears from the time of their 


ſhall have all the 
being ſeis d. e e 
The Doctor having done with this noble In- 


ſtatice of a Lay-deprivation, returns to his old 


Charge againſt the Biſhop of Carliſe's Speech. 
He ſhews a peculiar Pride in the Diſcovery of 
this imaginary Forgery, wheteas the whole Diſ- 
pute * be reduced to one ſingle Point; he- 
cher Hall, 

good Authority for ſo doing, or not, of which 
we are intirely ignorant, and ſhall be till the 


Day of Judgment, if ſome Manuſcript unknown | 


does not appear to clear the Diſpute. 


What then has the Doctor diſcover'd of ſack | 


vaſt importance? that Hall liv'd in Henry VIIT's 
Time, and flatter'd him, we all know; and ſo 
has the Doctor fince his Death, in ſaying he 
dy'd in Glory. But I cannot underſtand what 
Compliment ſuch a Speech cou'd be to Henry VIII, 
in making him deſcend by his Father's Side from 
an whole Race of Uſurpers. As for a Reaſon why 
the Speech might not appear till Hal's Time, 1 
can inform the Doctor, tis his own Caſe ; he 
knows the Book of Hereditary Right has threatned 


* 


* and Untruths, Now ſuppoſe this ſhou'd 
ie dotmant 200 Years, and then appear, it wou'd 
be hard to call it a Forgery. Does not the D6- 


Ror know ſuch a Speech in the Lancaſtrian Reigns 


wou'd have met with a cool Reception? it might 


lie dormant in Edward IV's, and be reviv'd in 
Henry VIIT's, without any Wonder. But if Hal 
had promoted ſuch a Speech to publick View in 
Henry VII's Reign, he wou'd have been hang'd fot 
his Pains. He was the only Prince in the 
verſe more fond of an Uſurping Title, than 6f 
an Hereditary one. As for the ſlight Character 


of Hil and Grafton in Nicholſon, I did not van, 


who firft mention'd the Speech had 
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him with an Examen Hiſtoricum, to expoſe his For- 
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to find it there. . Such a Speech recorded, was 
enough to raiſe Prejudices againſt the "moſt int- 
partial Hiftorian that ever ſet Pen to Paper. 
The Doctor proceeds in his uſual way to flou- 
riſh upon his own Chimera's; he obferves, that 
Sir Fobn Heyward, who took the Story from Hall, 
was addicted to make Speeches, which may per- 
haps be very true, I do not think it worth my 
while to vindicate a Speech of Sir Jobn Heyward s. 
Nor am I much concern'd, whether Biſhop Metks 
made that Speech; but my Ambition is to touch 
Dr. Kennet in his Foible, to ſhew the World he has 
prov'd nothing fairly, and that he wants Integri- 
ty, if he does not want ſufficient Powers of the 
Mind, to be an Hiſtorian; he urges,” that Sit 
Jobn Heyward made this Speech to oblige the Earl 
of Eſſex; I proteſt I cannot find what Benefit 
cou'd ariſe to the Earl of Eſſex from ſuch a Speech, 
dor that he was concern d for the Title of the King 
of Scots. The Reſult of the whole Story was, the 
Earl of Eſſex was look'd upon at Court with a 
jealous Eye, and Sir Fob» Heyward, being his 
Creature, was us'd as an Enemy to Queen EEA 
beth, and Advantage was taken of an unguarded 
Compliment to crufh him as a diſaffe&ed Perſon: 
I muſt alſo obſerve, that hitherto Dr. Kenner has 
vot gain'd ſuch mighty Advantages as to excuſe 
his inſulting Dr. Brady and Mr. Collier; the Speech 
may be genuine notwithſtanding what he has al- 
ledg d to the contrary ; for if Sir Fobn Heyward 
was a Maker of Speeches, ſo was Livy, yet none 
ean detract from his Credit as an Hiſtorian, and 
perhaps all his Speeches were not feign'd, tho 
thers might be the Offspring-of his own Brain. 
bur however, Sir Fob Heyward was not the Father 
if this Relation, becauſe Hall was before him, and 
has been handed down without Queſtion till 
lis prelent time. I am not bound to * 
| D or 
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for the Doctor's new Lights. No Hiſtorians be- 
fore his venerable ſelf have found any ObjeRions 
againſt the Speech; nor has he found any to- 
lerable one to fatisfy the Reader that he has 
-any View but Malice and the moſt invete- 
rate Prejudice. He tells us, Alobonſus a Caſtri 
is quoted in the Speech who was not then living, 
which is more than he can prove; for a Refe- 
rence to an Author in the Margin may be done 
by a foreign Hand, without any Concurrence of 
the Perfon who made the Speech. 
I muſt beg the Doctor's Pardon, if I cell hit 
he wrongs Dr. Brady and Mr. Collier, in calling 
them Advocates for a Popiſh Succeſſion, as tho 
Popery: was always confin'd to the Hereditary 
Line, and no Man coud be a Proteſtant Prince, 
unleſs he had Pretenders before him. 

The Doctor harangues upon Hereditary Right, 


calls it the firſt Plan of Nature and Reaſon, work-| 


ing together in Mankind for their Self-defence 
and mutual Intereſt, but then he puts a damna- 
ble Cafe afterwards, wiz. if it ſhou'd prove unfor- 
tunate, for then it commences Tyrannical, Execra- 
ble, and all that's bad; he fancies moreover, that 
all Perſecution muſt be Popiſh, and that no Pro- 
teſtant Dead Warrants were ever ſign'd, which 
put me in mind of Dryden, 


And every Loſs the. Men of Jebus bore, 
They fill were thought God's Enemies the more. 


But to return, the Doctor ſeems to aim at ſom? 
Advantage from the Conceſſions of the Author 
of Hereditary Rigbi, that the next in Blood might 
be excluded by the Laws of the Country, but 
does it follow from thence, that they can be ex- 
cluded againft Law, by Mob Methods unknown 
to our Engliſh Conſtitution, | 

| What- 
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. Whatever Part therefore the Biſhop of Carliſte 
vil a&ed, in order to reſtore King Richard, was ho- 
> WM nourable, juft and worthy the Character of a Pre- 
late, and too ſevere an Example to be imita- 
e-M ted in theſe Days. If it was abominable and 
WW wicked to endeavour the Depoſition of King Hen- 
g, ry, why was not the Depoſition of King Richard 
e- equally rebellious and wicked? Cou'd it be any 
e immenſe Crime in the Biſhop, to cancel an Act 
ol which, according to the Doctor's own Confef- 
ſion, was rebellious, . and which ſurely cou'd not 
more effectually be render'd void, than by repla- 
19 — the King upon the Throne unjuſtly De. 
oF posd. th 
ry The Companion of Carliſle in his Misfortunes 
e, was Roger Walden, who had the Happineſs to be 
made a Property to the Pope; he was advanced 
it, by him to the See of Canterbury, purely to fill a 
K- Vacancy, and to give ſome degree of Reputa- 
ce tion to his Holineſs, who as fairly, when Arun- 
a- dell return'd from Baniſhment, left him in the 
r- Lurch, declar'd what he had done before was 
a · ¶ ſurreptitiouſſy obtain d, and compleatly reſtor'd 
at his Rival to the See. Thus was Roger Walden left 
deſtitute ; he had deſerted the Dioceſs of Lon- 
don for the ſake of the Archbiſhoprick ; and when 
that was taken away, he was forcd to make his 
Submiſſion to be reſtor'd to London again. 

This the Doctor calls a Lay-deprivation and 
Lay-reſtoration, tho' the State had no other Share 
than to take away or reſtore the Temporalities. 

Well the Doctor ſays, that Roger Walden, in 
the Writ for his Commitment, was only ſtyl'd 
Clerk. This either proves too much, or it proves 
nothing; it proves that the Epiſcopal. Character 
was.as compleatly taken away, .as the Office of a 
Lord Treaſurer when he reſigns his Staff, conſe- 
quently he ought to be Re-ordain'd when he 
at- | - \ IF 3 15 
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is Re · inſtated, or Ordination is not at all neceſ- 
ſary to a Biſhop, which is the compleat levelling 
Scheme the Doctor had undoubtedly in his Eye. 

I. can eaſily inform the Doctor, why he is di- 
ſtinguiſnd only by the Title of Clericus in the 
Warrant. The Biſhop of Carliſie was in actual 
Poſſe ſſion of a See, and had conſequently a Ti- 
tle; but Walden had deſerted London, and was ne- 
ver look'd upon by the Lancaſtrian Party to have 
a Legal Poſſeſſion to Canterbury, he was therefore 
deſtitute of a real Title. $75 
I wou'd have the Doctor diſtinguiſh between 
Aa Lay-deprivation and a. Lay-reſtoration. They 
are utterly different, the firſt is unlawful, and the 
alf if applied to a Lawful Biſhop, is ever juſti- 

able. 8 : N * 2 
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Thus has the Doctor proceeded according to 
his known Candour and Sincerity; he has oblig'd 
the World with Specimens of modern Induftry in 
impoſing upon our Senſes, and putting the Rea- 
der to the Neceſſity of turning over whole Li- 
braries to find out the Truth; but the Doctor is 
ſure of one Point; if one Man has too much 
Senſe to be impos'd upon, and has Opportunities 
to inform himſelf, a Thouſand have not, and thoſe 
ſerve for the Doctor's Diſciples 

He begins p. 72. to take away even the Tem- 
poral Powers of Biſhops, and to ſubmit em to be 
tried by common Juries, which is a tacit Denial 
of their Peerage. | 0 3530 TE 
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up their Prętenſions po all the Rights. of their 
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Peerage, and that ſome, without diſpute, on the 
Part of the State, have been tried by their Peers. 

1, Archbiſhop Becket was tried only by his 
Peers, the Lords Spiritual and Temporal. See 
Hollinſhed II. alſo Colliers Eccleſiaſtical Hiſtory, 
in which fo obſerves that a Diſpute aroſe, whe- 
ther the Lords Spiritual or Temporal ſhould pro- 
nounce Judgment againſt him, it was urged by 
the Lords, that the Biſhops did not ſit as Spiritual 
Judges, but as Temporal Barons. But this In- 
ſtance Dr. Kenner is pleas d to paſs over in Si. 
lence. 

2dly, Jobn Stratford Archbiſhop of Canterbury is 
another Inſtance. 

The account Sir Robert Cotton gives in his A- 
bridgment of the Records is this. 15 Edward III. 
* The ſame Day the King came into St. Edward's 
* Chamber, commonly call'd the Chamber de 
9 Pint, before whom all the Lords and Commons, 
© the Archbiſhop of Canterbury humbled himſelf, 
and required his Favour, which he granted; 
e after which the Archbiſhop deſir'd that where 
* he was defam'd through the Realm, that he 
might be arraign'd in open Parliament before 
& his Peers. 

Dr. Kennet to obviate this ſtrong and unanſwe- 
- rable Precedent, inform'd us of two more Chi- 
mera's of his own Brain. 
| 1%, That Commoners if impeach'd by the 
Houſe of Commons had equal Privilege to be tri- 
ed by the Pares Regni. 
 2dly, That Archbiſhop Stratford was impeach'd 
by the Commons in Parliament. 
Io the firſt I ſay, that this is only one of the 
Doctor's Notions. The Houſe of Commons was 
at that Time ſcarce lick'd into form, and I am 
very fure the Doctor will find it very diffcult to 
defend hat he has ſgid by Precedents, More» 
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30 
over in this very Parliament it was paſs'd into an 
Act that Peers impeach'd ſhould be tried by their 
Peers, which inſinuates that Commoners were not 
to be ſo tried. 

In the ſecond, The Doctor pretends but to 
one Authority of a private Hiſtorian Birchington, 
oppos'd to the antient Records and Rolls of Parlia- 
ment which mention no ſuch Thing, and even 
this pretended Authority may eaſily be detected. 
Birchington has not one Word of an Impeachment 
by the Commons; but the Doctor with his uſual 


fluency of Invention has turned the Mayor, Court 


of Aldermen, and Common Council, into a Com- 
mittee of the Houſe of Commons, to ſupport this 
formidable Proſecution againſt the Archbiſhop. 
The Words in Birchington run thus. 

© Er eodem Die Domini Johannes Darſy & Wil- 
** lelmus Kyllesby totius Diſcordiæ incentores, coram 


i. Majore, Aldermannis ac Communitate Londoniæ in 


© Capitulo Weſt mona ſterienſi Congregatis, Tractatu ha- 
7e bito plures Articulos fabricarunt; & contra eundem 
te expoſuerunt Archiepiſcopum, & fic contra eum di- 
ce fam ci vitatem Malitioſe excitarent, & Die Luna 
5 ſequenti ultimo Die Aprilis ſimili modo communitati, 
© Angliæ bujuſmodi Articuli per Conſpirationem ut 
* premittitur fuerant publicati : Et fic ipſe Arcbie- 


I piſcopus totius Communitatis Anglia perderet volun- 


** tatem, volentes ipſum Arebiepiſcopum exulem fore in 


* cordibus Anglicorum, perſonaſque Eccleſiaſticas & 
* totum populum avertere ab eodem, Birchington, 
* Wharton Anglia Sacra. Vol. 1. p. 40. | 
The ſame Day Jobn Darſy and William Killesby, 
the chief Fomenters of this Quarrel ; in concert 
with the Mayor, Aldermen and Common Council 
of London; fram'd and publiſh'd certain Articles 
againſt the Archbilhop, by which means they 
propos'd to inflame the City againſt him ; And 
cn the foilowing Monday the laſt Day of A* 


[. 31 7 
by contrivance, theſe Articles were publiſh'd to 
the view of the Commonalty, that the Archbi- 
ſhop might be odious in the Eyes of the People, 


and that the Hearts of the Eccleſiaſticks and of the 
whole Kingdom might be turn'd from him. 
Any impartial Perſon will be convinc'd, that 
nothing like an Impeachment can be concluded 
from hence; but the Doctor has dreſs d up the 
Quotation in another manner, has taken pains to 
Murder the Senſe, he tranſlates Capitulum Meſtmo- 
naſterienſe: The Houſe of Commons, after an ar- 
birrary manner peculiar to himſelf, that he might 
induce the Reader to believe theſe Articles were 
fram'd in an Houſe of Commons, or as tho' the 
Mayor, Aldermen and Common Council, were 
a Committee of an Houſe of Commons. Next he 


. repreſents Communitas Angliæ as the whole Houſe 
; of Commons, and leaves out thoſe Sentences which 
1 indiſputably explain what was meant by that 
" Phraſe, viz. & /ic contra eum dictam civitatem ma- 
1 litioſe excitarent ; and alſo, wolentes ipſum Archie- 


j- piſcopum exulem fore in cordibus Anglicorum perſonaſaue 
4 Ecclefiaſticas & totum populum avertere ab eodem. 
i, All which prove that theſe Articles were villa- 
it nous Libels diſpers'd about the Streets, and no 
e Impeachment. 1 

% This is the Doctor's Aſſurance, and co cloſe up 


in all he appeals to Record, which if it had been ſo 
plain on his Side might ſurely have ſav'd him the 
Trouble of uſing Birchington with ſo much Bar- 
barity. | 

Beſides, to demonſtrate beyond diſpute, that 
no Parliamentary Impeachment was concern'd in 
this Affair, the Houſe of Commons was no far- 
ther engag'd than to interceed with the King to 
pardon the Archbiſhop, and remit his Proſecu— 
tion, which we may ſee but a few Lines farther 
in the ſame Birebington. = 
| 34ly, The- 
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34%, Thomas Arundel! was tried by his Peers; 


but the Doctor ſays it was by Impeachment of the 


Commons; but as he cannot prove as I obſerv'd 
before, that this was the Right of any Commoner, 
that Objection has no Weight, | 
That che Houſe of Lords had formerly tried 
Commoners in ſome Caſes, I freely grant: But 
it does not follow from thence that the Houſe of 
Commons had a Right to demand that Commo- 
ners by them impeach'd ſhould be ſo tried; ef- 


pecially when as the Doctor acknowledges an 
Order was paſs'd 4 Edward III. that albeit the 


Lords as Judges of the, Parliament in preſence of 


the King, had taken upon them to give Judg- 


ment of ſuch as were not Peers ; yet hereafter no 
Peers ſhould be driven to give Judgment on ſuch 
as. were not Peers. aſi e e, 

This was paſs'd without any Exception to an 
Impeachment of the Houſe of Commons. Et quod 
non apparet non et. | 


But this ſtale Objection ſtole from Dr. Stillingfleet's 
Antagoniſt, has been anſwer'd by that learned 
Man; but the Anſwer is paſs'd over by Dr. Ken- 


net. An eminent Lawyer ſtill living (ſays that 


learned Author) urg'd this as an Act of Parlia- 
ment, becauſe it is ſaid the King in full Parlia- 
ment aſſented to it. HS 1 
The ſame very learned Author obſerves, that 
Michael! de la Pool Duke of Suffolk; waved being 
tried by his Peers, and ſubmitted to the King's 
Mercy. * Viſcount Beaumont on behalf of the 
* Lords Spiritual and Temporal, and by their 
* Advice, Aﬀent and Deſire, moved the King 
that a Proteſtation might be entered in the Par- 
* hament Roll, that this ſhould not be, nor turn 


The Doctor indeed ſays it was only a tempo- 
rary Order; but what then, tis enough for us if 
ic debar'd the Houſe of Commons but one Moment. 


Kin 
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© in Prejudice nor Derogation of them, their 
* Heirs, nor of their Succeſſors, in time coming. 
© Bur that they may have and enjoy their Liber- 
© ties and Freedoms, in caſe of their Peerage, 
« as largely as ever their Anceſtors and Prede- 
* ceſſors had or enjoy'd them before this Time. 
This Proteſtation was evidently calculated as 
the Words Import; for the Lords Spiritual as well 
as Temporal, as was for the Benefit of Biſhops 
7 A as for the Heirs of the Temporal 
ords. 


4thly, Adam de Orleton next comes under Exa- 


mination, concerning whom the Doctor has acted 
wich his uſual Sincerity ; he ftole a Circumſtance 
falſly urg'd by Dr. Stilling fleet's Antagoniſt, and 
put it down as his own, without regard to the 
Falſhood of which it was convicted by the learn- 
ed Doctor: They jointly ſay, that after his Con- 
viction the King did for the Reverence of his 
Order, remit him to the Eccleſiaſtical Court to 
be degraded, before he ſhould receive a Capital 
Puniſhment. | | 

To this the Biſhop Anſwers, that he could not 
be delivered after Conviction to be degraded, 
for he was convicted unheard after the Biſhops 
took him away, and continued wich the Archbi- 
ſhopetill he was fully reconciled to the King. 

This is the Account Walſingbam gives thereof, 
without any mention of a Spiritual Degradation, 
or delivering over to the ſecular Arm. The 
Words run thus. 

*© * In the fame Parliament, to the reproach 
* of the Clergy and Church; Adam Biſhop of 
* Hereford was arreſted and accuſed of Treaſon, 

© before 
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FD. In Eodem Parliamento arteſtatus fuit Adam Epiſcopus 
Herefordenſis, in magnum cleri dedecus & præjudicium 
| E cdotius 
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34 
before the King and all the Peers; his Charge 
was, that he had aſſiſted ſeveral of the King's 
known Enemies with Arms, Council and Re- 
lief: But he being endu'd with a ſhare of Senſe 
and Experience, made no Anſwer to the Crimes 
alledg'd againſt him, till frequent Importuni- 
ties extorted from him,theſe Words. My Lord 
and King, (with all Reſpect due to a Sove- 
reign) I here profeſs, that my Duty as a Mini- 
ſter and Member of the Church of God, and 

my Epiſcopal Character, tho' I am unworthy 
thereof, will not ſuffer me, without the con- 
ſent of my Metropolitan of Canterbury, and of 
the Pope, (whole Suffragan I am) and the leave 
of my fellow Biſhops ; to Anſwer to theſe im- 
portant Accuſations. | 
* Afcer this the Archbiſhop and Biſhops roſe 
up and implor'd the Royal Clemency ; but as 
their Prayers could not aſſwage the King's 


Anger, 
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totius Eccleſiæ Anglicanæ, & examinatus de proditione & 
Crimine læſæ Majeſtatis, coram Rege & Proceribus u 
niverſis, impoſitum nempe fuit ſibi quod quoſdam ini micos 
nunc ios Regios ſuſcepiſſet, & foviſſet in magna Copia Ar- 
matotum & quod eis impendit auxilium, conſilium & fau- 
torem, ille vero prout erat vir matuius, & literis abun- 
danter imbutus patienter hæc tulit ad convitia & oppro- 
bria nihil omnino reſpondens, tandem pulſatus diverſimo- 
do fic ora, reſolvit; Domine Rex, (veſtra Regiæ Majeſtatis 
Reverentia ſemper lalva) Ego Sanctæ Eccleſiæ Dei Miniſter 
humilis, membrum ejus, & Epiſcopus Conſecratus (licet 
Indignus) ad tam ardua nequeo reſpondere nec debeo abl- 
que Domini Canturienſis Archiepiſcopi (poſt ſummum pon- 
tificem mei directi judicis (cujus ego lum ſuffraganeus) au- 
thoritate & aliorum patium meoxtum Epiſcoporum Conni- 
ventia vel conſenſu. 
Quo Reſpoaſo prolato, mox Archiepiſcopi & Epiſcopi 
cmnes, & finguli qui affuerant lurgentes, Regis clementiam 
pio Collega & Coepiſcopo implorabant, ſed Rege tot ſup 
plicationibus non placato aut ab ira concepta nullatenus 
a ; | paciſicato 
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* Anger; the whole Clergy claim'd him as a 
6% Member of the Church; upon which the King 
ce delivered him to the Cuſtody of the Archbi- 
ſhop of Canterbury, to ſee whether an Interval 
* would bring him an Anſwer; a few Days af- 
te ter the King ſummoned him again, upon which 
* the Archbiſhops of Canterbury, York and Dublin, 
«©. with Ten other Biſhops,” in haſt came into the 
* Court with the Croſſes in their Hands, and 
te took the poor deſolate deſerted Prelate into 
*© their Protection, without any Anſwer given to 
* the Indictment: They at the ſame Time curs'd 
* thole who ſhou'd pretend to lay violent Hands 
* upon him. Upon this the King in a Rage or- 
** dered an Inquiſition to be made; and the Jury 
* more out of Regard to the mortal Anger of a 
% Monarch, than the Judgments of Heaven; 
e convicted the abſent Biſhop as Guilty of all the 
„Crimes alledg'd againſt him. The King as tho 

by | | *© the 
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pacificato totus clerus dictum Epiſcopum & membrum Ec- 
cleſiz vindicavit; deliberatus eſt igitur Cuſtodiæ Cantu- 
rienſis Archiepiſcopi, donec Rex diſcerneret quando ad 
objecta vel objicienda alias reſponderet, paucis exactis die- 
bus Rex ut prius Epiſcopum prædictum convenit, quo ru- 
more ad aures perlato Pontificum, Cantaurienſis, Eboracen- 
lis & Dublinenſis Archiepiſcopi cum aliis decem Epiſco- 
pis erectis crucibus ad locum judicii cum omni celeritate 
venerunt, & Confratrem eorum, & Coepiſcopum ſolum ftan- 
tem, & nimium deſolatum, in ſuam Cuſtodiam ſuſcepe- 
runt, & eum abſque Reſponſo dato cum illis protinus abdux- 
erunt, injungentes firmiter ex parte Dei & {ub pœna Ana- 
thematis Uni verſis qui aderant, nequis in eum Manus præ- 
ſumeret injicere violentas. Quo fic abducto Rex de tanta 
Cleri Commotus Audacia quaſi ex Officio judicis, objectis 
precipit fieri inquiſitionem, ac Jurati de Patria convocati, 
plus Regis terrem metuentes offenſam, quim ſempiterni ju— 
dieis ultionem abſentem, Epiſcopum reum fuiſſe de omnibus 
obzectis Articulls een; quod Rex ducens pro Max- 
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te the higheſt Sentence had been paſs d upon him,” 
*« confiſcated his Temporals, not ſparing even 
©* his Goods and neceſſary Proviſions; - But the 
*© Biſhop remain d under the Protection of the 
* Archbiſhop, expecting a Reconciliation with 
6 the King. TE ed . Ai E 

I obſerve from hence, that there is no mention 
of a Degradation, fo likewiſe we may gather ſome 
Conjectures not unfavourable to our Cauſe: Wal- 


fing bam tells us, the Biſhop was conven d firſt be- 


fore all the Peers; he does not inform us to What 
Court he was call'd the ſecond Time; whether it 


was the Houſe of Lords or not; neither does it 


appear by what follows, that the Proceedings 
which convicted the abſent Biſhop did immediately: 
take place upon his being torn away, or whether” 
upon his not pleading, . the King did not pro- 
ceed afreſh againſt him by way of-4 Jury, which 


is what Walſingbam means by præcepit fieri Inqui- 


ſitionem, he order'd a Jury to be impanell'd. 

Some may perhaps object, that I have tranſla- 
ted another Sentence, viz. Rex ducens pro Maxim 
too freely, but J aſſure them it is my Opinion, 
and as ſuch, I ſubmitted to the Reader. 

Upon the whole I conclude, Dr. Kennet has 
reap'd but ſmall Advantage from the Biſhop of 
Hereford, unleſs he is proud of being convicted 
of a notorious Falſhood. N = 
Thus have I done with Biſhop Stilling fleet's 
Precedents, on that Side of the Queſtion he un- 
dertook to defend ; I ſhall next return to Examin 


— 
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imo Confiſcari fecit omnes reditus, & terras ſuas, & quod 
erat intolerabilius, omnibus ſuis victualibus & utenfilibus 
in plateis projectis & diſperſis eum permiſit inhumanite 
ſpoliari. Epiſcopus vero femanſit ſub Tutela Cantuar. Ar- 
chiepiſcopi, gratiam Regis expectans. Walfingham Hift, 
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what the Doctor has to ſay: He quotes the Lord 
Hollis for a Precedent of Stephen Biſhop of Lon- 
don, who, he ſays was tried by a Common Jury 
atithe: Kings nden „3 15 
Tbe Lord Holls and Dr. Kennet deferv'd to be 
rank d in the ſame Claſs ; they both here mu- 
tually conſpir d to miſrepteſent the Biſhop: of 
London's Caſe, who was not tried as a Criminal 
for High Treaſon; but was ſu'd by the King for 
Damages; in that he conſpir'd to bring 40 
Scots into Exgland to ſteal away Edward II. to 
» W the great Prejudice of the Kingdom. It was too 
tender a Point to make High Treaſon; the Pro- 
ſecution therefore was carried on more ſpeciouſly, 
and was in effect no more than a private Suit 
between the Biſhop and the King. See the Caſe 
in the Appendix, Num. 2. hig! 7 
N The next Inſtance of Thomas de Liſle affords no 
Advantage to the Doctor; it amounts only to 

this. The Biſhop imagin'd that he ought to be 
tried by his Peers, and inſiſted upon it; and if 
- the Oppreſſions of the Times wou'd not ſuffer 
„him to have that Juſtice, it ought no more to be 
drawn into Precedent, than that Trial of King 
Cbarles I. by a pretended High Court of Juſtice. 
Neither can any juſt Concluſion to the Prejudice 
of the Biſhops be drawn from the Proceedings 
againſt Archbiſhop Scroop, if we conſider the Time 
in which he was ſo us'd, was blacken'd by an 
Uſurpation ; a Time in which Oppreſſion and 
Injuſtice are ever Triumphant. 

I muſt leave the Doctor here to be laſh'd by 
another Hand, but at the ſame time I cannot 
forbear making ſome curſory Obſervations as I 
proceed, becauſe *tis impoſſible to help falling 
upon ſome of his Blunders or Falſifications i 
my way. 


Tlie 
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The Doctor is very angry with Clement Maid. 
fone, for relating ſome Paſſages concerning Arch- 
biſhop Scroop he does not like; he calls em Tales, 
and blames Mr. Collier for depending upon his 
Teſtimony; but if no Church-man who writes 
Hiftory can be depended upon, I am very ſor- 
ry the Doctor engag'd in ſuch a Work; he ſays, 
Clement Maidftone'was a great Worſhipper of his 
Bones; what then! tis more than any one will 
be of the Doctor's when he is dead, and that's 
the ground of his Spite and Envy; but howe-. 
ver I can find no Legendary Relations in this 
Author, which are fo extraordinary as to intire- 
ly ruin his Credit; and after all that Dr. Kennet. 
fays, he may be a faithful Hiſtorian ſtill; nei- 
ther do I find that it ſerv'd any Purpoſe to feign 
a Lye of a Lord Chief Juſtice refuſing to try the 
Archbiſhop ; what Ground the Doctor has to 
make Gaſcoine the Judge, and Fulthorpe the She- 
rift, is more than I can pretend to divine. * Such 
Relations look more like Tales than any pro- 


nounc'd by Clement Maidſtone, of whom even the 


Doctor's Patron Nicholſon ſays that he was a Lear- 
ned Carmelite. See Hiſt. Library, Fol. 1. p. 8.“ 

The Doctor wou'd perſwade us that Scroop funk 
under his own Guilt, and died confeſſing his 
Crimes like a Malefactor at Tybury, whereas he 
has not even repreſented this Part of the Rela- 
tion with Candour. Tis true, the Archbiſhop 
{aid upon his receiving Sentence, that he in- 
tended no Hurt againſt the Perſon of King Henry, 
which was ſpoke like a Chriſtian ; but () at his 


1 


* That Fuli horpe was a Judge is evident ſrom the Writs 
of Summons to Parliament. 

(b) Omnipotens Deus, tibi offero meipſum & cauſas pro 
quibus patior, & veniam a te peto pro omnibus peccatis, 
e. Item Maidſione de Mart. Rich. Scroote ap, Whar'ion. Ang. 
ſacra Tom, 2, p. 310, Exe 


C 39 J 
Execution, he recommended the righteous Cauſe 
he died for to God. | 

Thomas Mowbray who ſuffer'd with him, and 
was tried after the ſame manner, we are inform'd 
by Dr. Kennet was no Peer. For this purpoſe he 
referrs to Sir William Dugdale, who indeed ſays, 
that he never enjoy'd the Title of Duke, but he 
does not aſſert that he was no Peer; neither 
cou'd there be any ground for an Aſſertion of 
that Nature, becauſe his Father, tho' he died in 
Baniſhment, did not die attainted ; for Sir Vil- 
liam Dugdale tells us, he died at Venice, ſeis'd of 
vaſt Poſſeſſions in England; beſides, Dr. Kennet 
cou'd not but be ſenſible that his Sentence was 
not more rigorous than the Duke of Hereford's, 
who was thought to have Injuſtice done him by 
King Richard, in not being permitted, notwith- 
ſtanding his Baniſhment, to take Poſleflion of 
his Father's Eſtate. Moreover, if his Father was 
attainted, how the Honour of Earl Mareſchal of 
England cou'd deſcend to him, I cannot tell; but 
that he was Earl Mareſchal is beyond diſpute. I 
wonder a Man of the Doctor's Sagacity ſhou'd 
repreſent an attainted Perſon capable of that 


Honour. 


I wonder at the Doctor's trifling, he tells us 
the Earl Mareſchal was a deſperate Youth, and 
but Nineteen Years of Age ; but what Relation 
has this to his Peerage 2 how unworthy is ſuch 
a looſe way of arguing in the Doctor 

The like unfair Dealing has he ſhew'd to 
Dr. Stillingfleet concerning the Lord Berkley, who, 
notwithſtanding he was a Peer, was tried by a 
Jury, the Doctor will have this Lord Berkley to 
have been a Knight; what then? does it follow 
he was no Peer ? Surely he was ſummon'd to the 
Houſe of Peers when he was in England, as par- 
ticularly 14 Edw. III. | 


When 


L409 2 
- When this is done the Doctor knocks all on 
the Head again; he quotes Rymer's Frdera t0 
prove he was tried and acquitted by the Loxds, 
which is a perfect Contradiction, or at leaft it 
confounds his whole Diſpute; for if Common 
and Lords were indiſcriminately tried by the Lords, 
to what purpoſe do we diſpute whether Biſhops 
may be tried by the Lords or not. But the Do- 
cor has an Evaſion ; he ſays his Charge was 
upon an Impeachment, he dare not ſay of an 
Houſe of Commons; however the Ambiguity 
of the Word ſerv'd his turn with a careleſs Rea- 
der, tho without proving it an Impeachment of 
the Houſe of Commons it does him no Service. 
However, the Lord Berkley was not the only 
Precedent which cou'd be produc'd; in this ve 
Parliament Thomas Earl of Arundel] petition'd t 
have Lands reftor'd, becauſe his Father was not 
legally convicted by his Peers. See Sir Robert 
Cortton's Abridgment of the Records, 4 Edw. III. 
The Doctor will by no means allow the Magus 
Charta to be infring'd by any Encroachments on 
the Clergy, but ſurely he does not underſtand the 
Meaning of the Words, Eccleſia fit libera, the Church 
ſhall be free ; that is, She ſhall be exempt from the 
Temporal Judicarure of Temporal Perſons, which 
ſarely was a conſtant Practice; I urge therefore 
upon this Head no more than if the Biſhops were 
to be tried by any Temporal Courts for Capital 
Crimes, they ought. to be the Houſe of Peers, 
purſuant to the Article of Magna Charta, Nullus li- 
ber homo Capiatur vel impriſonetur, nec ſuper eum - ibi- 
mus, niſi per legale judicium parium ſuorum vel ptr 
 legem terre ; and ſurely if Biſhops are Peers, they 
cught to be tried by their Peers. 5 
[ wou'd not be underftood to exempt the Cler- 
gy from Temporal Puniſhments, and Heaven 
knows they have felt em to ſome pupae 5 
theſe 
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theſe antiappy Times; hut it is no interfering 
with the Church and State, if che State thinks 
proper to conſtitute Spiritual Perſons Judges of 
thoſe Civil Puniſhments adapted to offending 
Clergy-men : If ſome Men fancy this an unrea- 
fonable Privilege, it nevertheleſs was the Law of 
our Country, and confirm'd upon the ſame Foot 
with Magna Charts, and we may as well quarrel 
wich all che Liberties granted to our Country in 
that Charter, as againft that. I leave to the Rea- 
der, whether the Door has prov'd it to be the 
Common Practice to try Biſhops by Juries. The 
Doctor ſeems quite beyond his Mark in his 
Conjectures about the Original of Trials by Peers, 
as in afferting without any Grounds, that before 
the Norman Conqueror the greateft Thane arid 
the leaſt Tenant, were equally tried in County 
Courts, and other Places of Aſſize, becauſe this 
is all an abſolute Chimera of the Doctor's, ſup- 


ported by no Precedents and by no Authority 


but his own, which every Day grows more con- 
temptible. 7 
The Doctor however is pleas'd at laſt to come 
into my Sentiments, that the Church was equally 
jealous of being tried by Lords as by Commoners, 
and pretended à total Exemption from ſuch Tri- 
als: But then why ſhou'd the Doctor deſire p. 83. 
Precedents of Biſhops claiming to be tried by the 
Houſe of Peers. But as for a total Exemption ; 
all which, he fays, he can prove if his Patron 
wou'd have Patience, ſee p. 93. The Sum of the 
whole Story is thus. Our Kings envied fuch vaſt 
and "extenſive Privileges of the Clergy, and as 
they found Opportunity wou'd hale them to any 
Tribunal where they cou'd' propoſe to be glut- 
ted with Revenge. Thus ſometimes they dragg'd 
em to 4 Houſe of Lords, and fometimes to a 
Common Court of Juſtice, which is the Roe 
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why our moſt Learned Lawyers are puzzled 
what Inferences to draw from the. Precedent; 
they have before them; and therefore both Stil. 
ing fleet and Kennet may labour to Eternity, the 


Reſult of the Controverſy will amount to no 


more than this. 


The Doctor concludes this Diſpute with ob- 
ſerving, that fince the Reformation no Biſhop of 
the Church of England, to the Honour of it, ha 
been legally tried for Treaſon, or any other Ca- 
pital Crime: But I can tell the Doctor, I cou'd 
ſincerely with, no modern Biſhop may give the 
ficſt Precedent of this nature. I am ſuce ſome Di 
vines who have pre- elected themſelves in their own 
Fancies to Biſhopricks, deſerve to be hang'd for 


Treaſon, whatever Will be their Fate. 
I ſhall conclude this Diſpute with one 


Obſer. 


vation on Dr. Kennet's Sincerity, which cou'd not 
be ſo well introduc'd before without breaking in- 
to the Chain of the Argument; which is, that 
he takes occaſion to reflect upon the Book of H- 


reditary Right for depending upon Princes Danmo- 


nit illuſtres, for Evidence that Sir Jebn Cary was 
Chief Baron of the Exchequer at the Time. of 
Kipg Richard II's Depoſition, and was baniſh'd by 
Henry IV. becauſe he would not own his Autho- 
rity. The Doctor ſays, it was Fobn Caſey, for 
which he ought to have produced his Autho-l 
rities'; which he ſeems very ſhy of doing. For 
my part, the Story ſeems to me related with ſo 


many corroborating Circumſtances, . with 


Teſti- 


monies ſufficient to make it highly improbable 
that any Miſtake cou'd arile, either in the Name, 
or Matter of Fact; he gives in the, Preface. an: 
Account of the Manuſeripts he quotes; amongſt 
which #e/ctc's ſeems no contemptible one, who 
gives Evidence to this purpoſe : Fuller teſtifies 


the fame : The laſt might without any wonder 


be 


n 
( 
| 
| 
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[ 43 ] | 
ve miſtaken. But we have as ſtrong Evidence, 
MM if we confider the Tradition of the Family and 
ſl the known Story thereof in the Country as is 
ol poſlible : Which makes it more probable that the 
Name might be miftaken in the tranſcribing from 
the Records. Cary might as probably be turn'd 
into Caſſy, as Caſſy into Cafey, which is actually 
done by Dr. Kennet, Moreover, as this was no 
upſtare Family, but of an antient Standing, and 
wanted no Sham Supports to ſet it off in the Eyes 
of the World. I cannot ſee but the Evidence 
Prince has given is equivalent to any. Record in 
the World. „ 3 

I ſhall for the preſent leave the Doctor's Po- 
licicks, and take a ſhort View of his Theology, 
EE which is not much unlike the Pagan Supertti- 
r. ion; the King reprefents Jupiter; the Houſe 
ot Nof Lords the Grand Council of the Major Gods 
n- and the Houſe of Commons the inferior tute- 
lat lary Genius's of the Iſle. In the mean time the 
People make and unmake, and have in their 
„- Power to diſſolve that Aſſembly in the Clouds 
as Nat their Pleaſure ; the Prieſts ftand around in the 
of Grand Aſſembly, call'd only to obey the Dictates 
by Nof the Deifying People, to ſacrifice Honour, 
o- Conſcience, Virtue and Integrity at their Call, 
or I am ſure I have done the Doctor's Scheme no 
Injury by this Parallel ; he has been one of the 
grand Sacrificers himſelf in his Time, *cis freſh 
in the Memory of Man. on 

The Doctor ſeems very angry at the indepen- 
dancy of the Church; tho at the ſame time he 
is at the Expence of contradicting all his for- 
mer Notions. I wou'd have the Doctor conſider 
what Power is, and what ſuch Powers are in the 
Church Which the Prince cannot claim: If he 
Appeals to the Reformation, let him know, ſome 
Powers in our Articles of Religion are _— 
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1 440 | 
diſclaim'd by the Prince, as being ont of his 
Sphere; he cannot adminiſter the -Sagraments ; 
why ? ecauſe his Commiſſion Jens can neither 
capacirate himſelf or other for that, purpoſe, fot 
if he coy'd ordain others, he cou'd ordain him- 
felf ; which he confeſſedly cannot do.. 
© What is this but an acknowledg'd Independen- 
c of the Church in Queen Elizabeth's Time; 

for tis à certain Maxim, if one Power can de 
what another Power cannot do, the firſt Power 
is ſuperior in that reſpect; but if Ordination is 
ho AR nor no Ordinance of the Civil Power, it 
Muſt be independent thereof; but if it is a Pan 
of the Civil Power, and not inveſted in the Ma- 
giſtrate: Thoſe who are inveſted with the Pow- 
ers of Ordination are above the pretended Civil 
Magiftrate ; which is abſurd. + 
How poor is it in the Doctor to urge the Re- 
formation in this Caſe, becauſe it prov'd happy; 
T have known a Man recover his impair'd Health, 
by the caſual Perſcription of a Quack; but per- 
haps this Quack had kill'd Thouſands, to one he 
had cur'd. May not the ſame Notion as effectu- 
ally deſtroy the Reformation as build it up ; does 
it not put into a Popiſh Princes Hands thoſe very 
Weapops which alone can ſubvert the Church. 1 
ſhall only ſuppoſe a Popiſh Prince to extend the 
Regale to the height theſe Men advance it} 
if he ſhould fill up vacant Preferments with clo- 
ſetred Divines, who ſhould pawn their very Souls 
to renpunce the Proteſtant Religion, when calld 
upon it, and deprive thoſe Biſhops whoſe In- 
regrity he could not ſnake, and prepare a Con- 
cation to Expunge all the Thirty Nine Articles, 
or any part of them he pleaſes ; if he ſhould to 
Crown all, Influence à Parliament to join wit 
him, where would be your bleſſed Reformation 
would not the diſappointed Clergy change thei 
ER nes. 
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Topicks, argue in Church Matters as they do in 
the State, call in Contracts Obligations, Preſer- 
vation of our immortal Souls, to Cancel ſuch an 
enormous and intolerable Power, + . 
Let does the Doctor deride Contracts between 
the Church and the State, our Civil Liberties are 
guarded with all imaginable care, but the Church 
is alone expos'd to the Capricies of a Bigot, or 
an Atheiſt. | | | 
He is very angry the Church is call'd the 
Kingdom of God; that Chrift ſhould be the King 
of this Kingdom ; that Princes ſhould become 
Subject to this Kingdom by Baptiſm. I muſt con- 
feſs I read theſe Paſſages with no little concern, 
till I conſidered the Man who utter'd ſuch Blaſ- 
phemies: I thought the Church was the Kingdom 
of God, and that the Church Militant on Earth 
was cemented by an inviſible Union with the 
Church Triumphant in Heaven; I look'd upon 
Chriſt as the Head of the Church, or at leaſt I 


thought he had as good Claim thereto as ſome 


modern Pretenders ; as for Baptiſm, I look upon 
it as making the Perſon baptiz'd a Member of the 
Church; but if Princes, by reaſon of their high 
Station, are excus'd from being Members of the 
Church ; Parliaments conſequently as they are ſu- 
perior to Kings, (according :o modern Notions)are 
not Members of the Catholick Church but Maſters. 
What would a Man give for this eminent Privi- 


lege, and what an agreeable Idea we muſt have 


of Religion, to ſee the Headſhip of the Church 


expos'd to Sale to the higheſt Bidder in popular 
Elections. . 


But in purſuance of theſe bright Notions of 


Chriſtianity, the Doctor proceeds to give an Ac- 
count of the Deprivation of Biſhop Merks ; he has 


not forgot his antient Sincerity, for which he is | 
renown'd, he has cook'd a Deprivation purely by 
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his own Art and Skill ; but tis like an enchanted 
Diſh, when you come to touch it tis vaniſh'd : 
He is not content with taking away the Tempo- 
ralities but the Spiritualities muſt follow after: 
For this he Cites a Manuſcript, which mentions 


Jahn Shefford and Jobs Carlell Guardians of the 


Spiritualty of the See of Carliſle, vacant by the 
Death of the Biſhop of Carliſte - At firft Sight one 
would imagine this but a flight Proof oft the Bi- 
ſhops being alive, yet has the ingenious Doctor 
turn d it that way; he lets you underſtand. this. 


was no natural but civil Death, becauſe he was 
dead in Law, by which, I ſu 


upon the deceaſe of Partridge the Almanack-ma- 
ker. Dead indeed, the Bilbop of Carliſle was in 
Effect, and ſo are all honeſt Men when Uſurpa- 
tion prevails. 


But from tllis 1 Death he deduces a 


Deprivation of Temporalities and Spiritualities, 
all Rights of Dignity and Profit, and all Powers 
of officiating or exerciſing any FunRion or Ju- 
riſdiction; all this is purely the Product of his 
own Brain, and calculated to amaze and terrify 
a Reader who cannot conſtrue a falſe Quotation. 
Having thus put out falſe Lights he flings them 
all down at once, he has deſtroy d the whole by pro- 
ducing a Letter trom Henry 10 to the Pope, com- 
plaining of his Tranſlating the Biſhop of: Carliſle 
to Samor, (a pure titular See) and providing a 
Succeſſor to the vacant one. Bur in this Letter 
c wefind plainly he wonders the Pope ſhould tranſ- 
ce greſs his own Rules ſo lately made, upon the 
ce Reftitution of Thomas Arundell, vix. That no Pre- 
« late ſhould be tranſlated from his own Church a- 
* gainſt his own will, that they would not admit 
* the Perſon fo provided bythe Poye Popeto the Tem- 


"_ had been by the 
* Laws 


ppoſe he has read 
the learned Diſſertations of Iſaac Bickerfaff, Eſq; 


(47 J = 
Laus of the Kingdom convicted of 'Treaſon, and 
had Corporal Puniſhment reſpited by the King. 
© Therefore, to ſatisfy the Honour of the Church, 
** the Pope ought to delegate the Archbiſhop* or 
**-ſome other to degra de the ſaid Biſhop, and deli- 
ver him to the ſecular Arm: Otherwiſe, his 
© Apoſtolical Bleſſedneſs ought not to wonder, 
if the King purſu'd his own Power farther. . 

I wou'd only ask the Impartial Reader, if he 
can. find any thing in 'this Letter which looks like 
a Lay-deprivation, and yet TI have given the Sub- 
ftance of all I find. The Biſhop could not be 
degraded, becauſe that Sentence was required of 
the Pope to be paſs'd upon him, and he could 
have no other Reaſon againſt the Tranſlation of 
the Biſhop, but only a pretence to keep the Tem- 
poralities in. his own Hands, if they were worth 
keeping. But his calling the Pope's Act a Tran- 
{lation, is a plain Proof he did not look upon the 
Biſhoprick vacant by any State Writs; and yet 
at this Time was the Biſhop of Carliſte as dead in 
Law as a Man could be; as the Letter fully de- 


* 


clares. 6 

The Doctor's Obſervations upon this Letter 
have no Relation to our Controverſy, except the 
Fifth and Sixth, which have made ſome Diſco- 
veries to oblige the credulous Part of the World. 

Before J enter upon this Subject, I ſhall obſerve 
an Inconſiſtency the Doctor runs into, with a 
precipitant Raſhneſs peculiar to his Pen; he grants 


with the moſt obliging Condeſcenſion in the World, . 


that it is an antient Privilege of the Clergy to be 
degraded by the Eccleſiaftical Ordinary after Sen- 
tence of Death paſs'd, before Execution ; but he 
lid not conſider that p. 101. he had endeavour'd to 
prove Biſhop AMerks dead in Law after Sentence 


er he ſhould enjoy, either Eccleſiaſtical or Civil, 
. 


pals d upon him, and in all Effects as to any Pow- 


a . PI En ü 


[48 } | 
is dead as though he were laid ini his Grave, atid 
all the Organs of his Body completely defund ; 
if ſo, to what purpoſe need any Eccleftaftical Or- 
dinary diſturb himſelf with w further Degrada- 

Biſhop 


tion ; when moreover his of Bangor, in a 
renown'd Performance of his lately publiſſrd, in 
defence of the perſecuting Emperors, has likewiſe 
aſſerted putting to death to amount to an abſo- 
lute Deprivation ; and the Man is the ſame as 
hang'd in Law when Sentence is paſs'd upon him. 
Tho, I believe, if the Queſtion had been put what 
was the Condition of Mr. Paul in the interval, 
between the Sentence and the Execution, it would 
have perplex'd his whole Argument, and broke 
the Chain of his Logick. But this would 
have been more effectually done if he had been 
ask d, whether, if Mr. Paal had been pardon'd, 
his Ordination ought to be renew'd ; an Anfwer 
either in the Affrrmative or the Negative, would 
have been attended with big Conſequences.; ' 
1 ſhall now return to deſcant upon the Dodtor's 
Panegyrick on Henry LV. whom he ſeems in love 
with, for no other Reaſon, but becauſe he was 
an Uſurper. . ieee 
He came in due Time to fave the Nation from 
regal Tyranny and Papal Uſurpations; for my 
part in all my re-ſearches into the Hiſtory of thoſe 
Times, I cannot find any juſt Grounds for the 
depoſing King Richard or advancing Henry ;"th& 
Nation enjoy'd a profound Peace, and all the 
Happineſs which could be ſhowr'd down upon an 
ingrateful People; when that Uſurper broke in 
upon its Quiet, and glutted our Engliſh Globe 
with Chriftian Blood, and entail'd Wars and Po- 
verty upon us to ſucceeding Generations Such 
were the Bleflings of his Reign, and his Childrens 
Children ſo highly eried up by this politick Di- 
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[ 49 ] 
I ſhall briefly treat with the Doctor upon theſe 
two Topicks, as to the State, he practis d, even 
that diſpenſing Power charg'd King Richard in the 
firſt Year of his Reign; he compleatly diſpens'd 
with an Act of Parliament to as much effect, as 
if it never had been made; he directed a Writ to 
the Juſticiary, to attach the Bodies of Prelates, 
and proſecute em according to uſual Form of 
Law, notwithſtanding the Statute paſs'd in 18 Ed- 
ward III. to the contrary, which runs thus, ** that 
* no Abp. or Biſhop ſhall be impeach'd before 
© our Juſtices, becauſe of Crime, unleſs we eſpeci- 
* ally do Command, till another Remedy be ob- 
* tain'd. The Doctor p. 70. will not allow this to 
be diſpenſing with the Statute, but giving ſuch 
Order and Command as was provided by the Sta- 
tutes ; upon which I muſt obſerve, that no Act 
could be ſuppos'd to be made to deſtroy its own 
Intent. Tis evident this Act was calculated to 
take place in all ordinary Caſes, that the Clergy 
might not be harraſs'd by Lay-tribunals ; for which 
Reaſon they ſhould not be diſturb'd without ſpe- 
cial Recourſe to the King. But by this Wric ſuch 
Recourſe was intirely cut off, and no time limit- 
ed for the Writ, which was indeed completely 
annihilating the Act. If indeed he had a ſpecial 
Order for particular Biſhops nam'd in the Writ, 
he had not deftroy'd the intent of the Statute ; 
but co ſend an unlimited Order to the Juſtices, 
to act at their own Diſcretion againſt the Clergy, 
was evidently deſtroying the Vigour and Efficacy 
thereof. | 
To oblige the Reader I ſhall give him the Sub- 
ſtance” of the Writ, * The 
— — — 


v Rex, Ec. licet in Statuto apud Weſtmonaſterium 
nuper edit. inter cætera contineatur, &c. 


— 


G De 


/ 


[ 30 3 

The King, G . RN e 

** Notwichſtanding in a Statute lately promis d 
* at Weſtminſter, it is provided, G. 

*© Nevertheleſs, by the Advice of our Coun- 
56 cil we ſtrictly Command you, That if any Arch- 
** biſhops or Biſhops, ſhall be ſummon'd before 
* you or indicted, you fhall proceed upon thoſe 
* Archbiſhops or Biſhops according to the antient 
*f Laws and Cuſtoms of England, as if the ſame 
e Statute were not in Force. 

Surely this amounts to as full a diſpenſing Power 


as ever King claim'd. 


I ſhall put a parallel Caſe, and ſee if the Doctor 
can anſwer it. i 

If an AR at this Time ſhould paſs, that Fo- 
reigners or begging Divines from abroad, ſhould 
be capable of no Eccleſiaſtical Preferment here 
without ſpecial Licenſe from an Archbiſnop; it 


the ſaid Archbiſhop ſhould ſend his now obſtante to 


this Act, and give a general Licenſe to all Luthe- 
rans, Calviniſts, and the whole fry of foreign Re- 


| formers to come over and accept our Preferments ; 


Lask if this would not be defeating the Intent of 
0 Ro”. | 

The Doctor moreover confeſſes another Inſtance 
of the diſpenſing Power (tho' he was not aware 
of it) in p. 81. 82. he tells us Henry IV. iſſued forth 
a Proclamation againſt Lying, and adjudged ſe- 
veral to Death ; who were accordingly executed 
for telling Lies. FT FWD. | 


— 
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De aviſamento tamen concilii noftri vobis mandamus, 
quod ſi aliqui Archiepiſcopi vel Epiſcopi - coram vobis im- 
poſtti ſive indictati exiſtant, tune ad Dygiberationem ipſo- 
rum Archiepiſcoporum & Epiſcoporum prodhdabis, prout de 
jure & ſecundum Legem & Conſuetudinem Regni noſtr! 
Angliz fore videritis faciendum Statuto prædicto non oh- 
ſtaute, Rymer's Federa Tom. 8. p- 123. ee $9971 
1 This 


L * 
This is almoſt the only Quotatioti the Doctof 
is pleas d to make uſe of in the Letter, which is 
true half way; tis moſt certain Henry IV. iſſued 
forth a Proclamation June 5. to impriſon thoſe who 
ſhould ſpeak Lies, till further Proviſion, ſhould be 
made for their Puniſhment, which was according- 
ly done ; as appears by the Contents of his ſecond 
Proclamation June 8th, for ſome were hang'd 
for their pains. But as Henry perceivd it was too 
hot Work to hang all the ſpreaders of a common 
Report, this Proclamation was ſuſpended the far- 
ther Proſecution. | 2 
Was not here a penal Law diſpens d with. But 
I would ask the Doctor one Queſtion. "ag 
Did Henry IV. make this penal Law purely by 
virtue of his Proclamation or not. 
If it was an antient Law he manifeſtly diſperis'd 
therewith ; if it was a. Law only engender'd by a 
Proclamation, this is a ſhrew'd Inſtance to the 
Doctor's diſadvantage. 5 25 
Tis plain from hence that Henry IV. was as Ar- 
bitrary as ſome have been reported in theſe Days; 
I might have given more Inftances of this kind, 
but I was unwilling to put the Doctor out of con- 
ceit with his Revolution Hero. I ſhall only ſpeak 
one Word as to his being an Anti-papiſt. 
If he had been ſuch an Enemy to papal Pro- 
viſions, his prudence would have directed him to 
cruſh them at once, and not to give into a noto- 


| rious one the firſt Year of his Reign, which he 


manifeſtly did in relation to Richard Foug, nomi- 
nated by the Pope to Bangor, See Rymer's Fed. 
Tom 8. p. 143. * His Kindneſs to the Lollards ap- 

FS pear'd 
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* Nos 07 zelator juſtitiæ & fidei Catholicæ cultor vo- 
jentes Ecclefiam Sanctam ac Jura & Libertates ejuldem ma- 
du tenere & defendere & hujuſmodi Hereſes & errores de 
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What inſtance can this learned Man produce of 


ES] 
pear'd in the ſecond Year of his Reign, by his 
Writ to burn Sautre the Prieſt, in which he de- 
clares he does it out of pure Zeal for the Catho- 
lick Church, and an hearty defire to promote 
Juſtice ; protect the Church in all her Liberties, 
and extirpare Herefies, and bring Hereticks to 
condign Puniſhment, 

But the Doctor aſſures us he would have ſhaken 
off the Roman Yoke, if his People would then have 
accepted a deliverance from it. Surely their Paſ- 
ſions cool'd very faſt, they are repreſented by the 
Doctor to have depos'd King Richard for being a 
Papilt, and yet to refuſe being reform'd by Hen- 
ry IV. when they had taken ſuch pains to bring 
him in, was very peeviſh and unaccountable. But 
I would ask what ftep he made for that purpoſe. 


one favourable Glance of Henry IV. towards Pro- 
teſtantiſm; but eſpecially to turn Lollard and lay 
his Crown down, or leave his Sins. But the 
Doctor is fond of Proteftant Uſurpers, I ſuppoſe 
he can make ira pious Proteſtant Act in Edward III. 
to let his Father be murder'd ; it was a Proteſtant 
Act in King Jobn to murther his Nephew ; ſo in 
ſhort I ſuppoſe the Doctor is retain'd to take all 
Villany under his Protection, and Sanctify it 
with the Name of Proteſtant. | 

Thar Henry IV. was a Proteſtant, becauſe his 
Chops warter'd after religious Houſes, is no good 
Conſequence, nor much to the Credit of our moſt 
holy Religion co be engag'd in Sacrilege : Tis 
therefore my humble Opinion the Doctor has 
done us Proteſtants little Credit, in retaining 


— 


Regno noſtro Angliz quantum in nobis eſt radicibus extit- 
pare, ac Hzreticos fic Convictos animadverſione condign? 
punire. Rym, Fœd. Tom. 8. p. 178. 
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[ 53] 
Henry VIII. for a Proteftant King, and telling us 
he dy'd in Glory. 

I could not but ſmile at the Doctor's repeated 
inconſiſtencies, he tells us p. 110. The Commons 
pray'd that Sir Richard Clifford being commended 
to the Biſhoprick of Bath and Wells by the Bull of 
the Pope, might enjoy the ſame ; from whence 
we may conclude, the Commons were no great 
Enemies to Papal Proviſions ; yet it was hard to 
condemn that in King Richard which they allow'd 
in King Henry, But ſuch Inconſiſtencies are very 
frequent in our Country. 

It was a Crime in King James and King Ri- 
chard to diſpenſe with the Laws, but in Henry IV. 
ic was none; O! The Iniquity of a perverſe 
Age which can change the eternal Laws of Good 
and Evil ; make only the Unfortunate, Wicked, 
and the Proſperous Pious, Religious and Virtu- 
ous. | 

The Doctor's Inſtance of Sir Richard Clifford's 
© being recommended to Bath and Wells, when 
*© examin'd in Sir Robert Cottons Abridgment 
* prov'd very ſtrongly a Diſpenſing Power lodg'd 
in the King, even by Conlent of Parliament. 
The Words are thus. The Commons pray the 
* King, that Sir Richard Clifford Keeper of the 
* Privy Seal, might enjoy the Biſhoprick of Bath 
and Wells, wheieby he was commended by the 
* Pope's Bull; notwithſtanding the Statute of 
* Proviſors, the King anſwer'd that could not be 
** ſo, for as much as Mr. Henry Bonnet was elected 
* thereunto by the Laws of the Realm. 

Here was a Petition of the Commons to the 
King to diſpenſe with the Statute of Proviſors, 
which however the King, (our pretended King,) 
refus'd, becauſe Bonnet had been duly. elected, 
and it was not in his power to diſpenſe with that 

Election, 
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Diſpleaſure; tis the Doctor's peculiar Happineſ⸗ 


on himſelf. He tells us with a great deal of Gra- 


[54] 
Election, as being of a mix'd Nature Eccleſia- 
ſtical and Civil. N 

This I take at leaſt to be the Reaſon, or he 
might have revok'd his Edict or Conge Deſlire, and 
turn'd off Sir Richard Clifford for another Time, 
inſtead of Henry Bonnet. 

The Doctor procegds with an Harangue upon 
Henry IV. as a Panegyrick, as tho' he expects his 
Reſurrection and Reinthronement, and hopes theſe 
loud Encomiums may reach the Manes of the Uſur- 
per, and pleaded loud for a Biſhoprick. I muſt tel} 
him he treats Mr. Collier p. 114. not well, becauſe 
he lays about him with ſo much Careleſneſs and 
ſuch an Air of Neglect, as tho he had not a Scho- 
lar (and without invidious Reflections) a Man of 
more worth than himſelf to deal with, p. 114. 
he tells us, The Eccleſiaftical Hiſtorian treated 
the Memory of Henry IV. very tenderly, becauſe 
he iſſued out his Writ to burn Hereticks, which 
is a Reflection ſo unjuſt, fo harſh and ſo cenſo- 
rious, as is fit only for the Mouth of a Party- man. 
What, does he think to ſcare People with Raw- 
bead and Bloody-bones ? Surely the Times are over 
for Plots of Grid-irons and Bridles to take ; does 
he think, Mercy and Clemency and Piety are 
confin'd oy to his own Party, and to be found no 
where elſe ? Surely he is not fo preſumptuoufly 
vain. | 

But as I was obſerving, the 115th Page contra- 
dicts the preceding; there he tells us, Mr. Collier 
in the Character of Henry IV. had a viſible daſh of 


that his Breath can blow hot and cold at the 
OA. LR | 5 
The Doctor proceeds in his uſual way of Re- 
flecting upon others, without the leaſt Guard up- 


vity, an Hiſtorian ſhou'd write with no Di- 
traction 


C 5s J 


ſtraction of Thought or interfering Views but in 
the Simplicity of Truth upon every ſingle Fact; 
but he adds, nothing is more diſcernable, my Lord, 
than that the Hiftorian here had his Eye upon 
our later Revolution, and was drawing King 
William under the Lines of Henry IV. A 
I ask, whether the Doctor's Modeſty is not 
fled, not to bluſh at this Deſcription of an Hifto- 
rian ? Can the Reader believe that he was not 
even with Mr. Collier in his Character of King 
James, and whether his Picture of that poor 
unfortunate Monarch ( whoſe Aſhes none but 
Knaves and. Fools tread upon and diſturb) in 
his Hiftory of England was not drawn from the 
Original of King Richard II. or whether he does 
| not deſignedly the ſame in this Book p. 25. 
; 
1 


As to Biſhop Merks, who is in his Eye through- 
out the Book, he returns to him, and inſiſts 
p. 116. afreſh upon a Lay-deprivation ; for this 
purpoſe he cites a Warrant directed to the Ab- 
bot of Weſtminſter, to receive the Body of Thomas 
late Biſhop of Carliſle into his Cuſtody, dated 
Tun, 23. Anno 1400. Whereas in March before 
the Biſhop was Canonically remov'd (as Notions 
then preyail'd) by the Pope's tranſlating Thomas 
Merks co Samos; and tho' Henry IV. wrote a 
Bullying Letter to the Pope, and requires him to 
deprive Merks diſgracefully ; he does not diſown 
his Samoſtan Title. But I wonder the Doctor 
| ſhou'd inſiſt upon a Lay-deprivation, when he 
confeſſes p. 64. that Merks was call'd Thomas Sa- 
moſtan, which he ſays is Biſhop of Samos; tis 
true he chimerically wou'd add poſtea or modo Sa- 
moſtan, becauſe he will not allow him to be then 
Tranſlated, This bears Date Oc. 19. 1399. But 
however, if we grant him his Chimera for once 
he gains nothing to his purpoſe; the Yor 

| 0 


[55 ] 
of the See did not proceed from any Lay-depri- 
vation, but from the Pope's Brief of Tranſlation, 
which Henry IV. did not pretend to nullify, tho 
Strickland was not at that time perhaps acknow- 
ledg'd upon the account of the Election. The 
King's Letter ſent to the Pope upon that occa- 
ſion, bears Date March 15. 1399-1400, If the 
Manuſcript quoted by Dr. Kennet p. 101. is ge- 
nuine, tis not impoſſible or improbable the See 
might at that time be vacant by the Pope's Brief; 
but however, that the whole is genuine is im- 
poſlible ; the Words poſt mortem cannot be true, 
for the Biſhop cou'd not be naturally dead ſome 
Months after, as the Writ for his Removal Fun. 23. 
1400. teſtifies ; and as for the artificial Death, it 
deſerves only Ridicule as a Chimera of the Do- 
ctor's. ** 

His Lay-deprivation therefore turns upon theſe 
Points. 1. The Genuineſs of this Manuſcript, -as 
to the whole. 2. Whether poſt mortem is not 3 
particular Forgery. 3. Granting even the Two 
firſt, whether the Pope had not then iſſu'd forth 
his Brief of Tranſlation, and therefore we may 
make it a Spiritual Death, becauſe he was dead 
ro that See. 

As to the Firſt, Dr. Kennets Credit I am ſure 
will not ſupport it, 5 
As to the Second, I appeal to any Man of Com- 
mon Senſe, whether this artificial Death is not 
unprecedented and chimer ical. 
The Third flows naturally; for if this artificial 
Death muſt take place, I cannot ſee why a Man 
may not be canonically as well as politically 
dead. , 
The Reader by this time may ſee what weak 
- wretched Proofs the Doctor has got to ſupport 
this pretended Lay-deprivation. By 
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C37.) . 
By this time the Doctor has compleatly de- 
priv'd the Biſhop of Carlifle, and brought his 
Lay- Corps to be impriſon'd in the Abby of ,- 
Minſter, where he 7 him full of Guilt, Au- 
xiety and Pangs of Conſcience, for being grare- 
ful to his Friend and Patron, faithful to his Ma- 
ſter, and loyal to his injur'd Sovereign. After 
this, to make amends for his paſt Conduct, he 
makes him ſwallow the Oaths to Henry IV. tho 
that an Abjuration Oath was then impos'd does 
hot appear upon Record. 4 33. 
What are the mighty Proofs for this ſanguinie 
Aſlertion, but only King Henry pardon d hint; 
from whence he flouriſhes upon the abſolute Ne- 
ceſſity of his ſelling his Honour and Integrity 
for a Pardon. I ſuppoſe the Doctor thinks there 
was no Man of common Honefty in choſe Days; 
what perſonal Obligation can any Uſurper lay 
upon me to forfeit my Allegiance, which; k 


perry of the)Pringey 
"WW Beſides, Henry IV. in his Pardon does not inci- 
"0 mate that che Biſhop relented, that he confefs'd 
en his Crime, and peticion'd for the Uſurper's Cle- 
mency. e N op @ 
As for pleading the Pardon, 1 cannot be 
convinc'd by all the Doctor's Rhstorick, that 
this is a ſolemn? Acknowledgment of the Title 
of an Uſurper. I look upon a Subject in an 
Uſurpation to be a Priſonec at large in the Pow- 
er of his Enemies; he may in ſuch Caſe make 
What Terms he thinks convenient, by way of 
Compoſition, for his Life, Liberty or Effects, pro- 
'ided he does not come into any Act of Inju- 


ore compound with an Uſurper to ſave my Life, 
dot to dear Arms againſt him whilſt char —_— 
2 ng 


od 


am told by the Laws of the Land, is the Pro- 


lice to his Maſter, or to his God. I may there 
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a 381 
ing Power remains undiſſolwd, and my ſelf not 
deliver'd from his Power ; becauſe as my Life 
is his, and he has got the external Poſſeſſion 
thereof, it can be no Injury to my Sovereign, to 
compound for that Life which is loſt to him in 
effect; but after ſuch a Compact, if my Sove. 
reign ſets me free, he looſes me from the Obli- 
gation; I am no longer a Priſoner, nor under the 
Power of the Uſurper : I may therefore without 
breach of Juſtice take up Arms, and perform all 
the Duties of a Subject. HO | 

Biſhop Merks's pleading the Pardon was no more 
than inſiſting upon the Compact, that his Life 
ſhould be ſav'd, which indeed was not properly 
forfeited but reduc'd to the Empire of Injuſtice 
and Oppreſſion; what Proofs he has chat he took 
the: Oaths and ſwore Homage to King Henry the 
Doctor has not been pleas'd to inform us; I be- 
lieve Dr. Higden will not be able to ſupport the 
Doctor with his Notion, that Carliſle was obligd 
to take the Oaths before he could be qualified toh 
ſit in the Houſe of Lords, I believe he will find no 
Precedents on his Side, the Peers might indeed 
at their firſt being called to the Houſe take the 
Oaths, or afterwards, upon any new Acceſſion 
of Honour, .but ſurely the Teſt is of a much later 
Date, which deprives Lords of the Privilege of 
their Peerage, if they do not ſwear according toy 
the Act made for that purpoſ. | 

But the Doctor has made up an Oath of Alle- 
giance and Abjuration for the Biſhop, and by 
ſtrength of Imagination will maintain, that the 
Biſhop muſt ſwear, though the Oath was made 
ſome Years after Biſhop Merks in all Probability 
was Dead, and was calculated for the Earl ef 
Nurtbamberland's Inſurrection, and directed only 
to be impos d upon the Knights and Eſquires of 


2 CO kJ — 


1 


Q_ oO A A.'VB 


that 


L 59] 
that Country. Yet has the Doctor formally ci- 
ted two Oaths, whereas there was really but one, 
which he has been pleas'd to ſplit and model 


. 


thus. 13 {1 


“Lord King Henry and bis Heirs, being Kings 
* of England. 8908 150) 5 544} Mis 
That you renounce the Earl of Northumber- 
* land, and all his Accomplices, G. 

What the Doctor meant by leaving out the Cir- 


tell, I ſuppoſe it artfully done, becauſe he was 
conſcious, the Earl of Northumberland in Biſhop 
Merks's Time was not engaged in the Inſurrection. 

The Doctor proceeds, after he had made the 
Biſhop take the Oaths, to give him the empty 
Title of Biſhop of Samos, but will by no means 


— 


(e) Rex Dilectis & Fidelibus ſuis Johanni Woderyngton, 
c. aſſigna vimus vos & quos veſtrum ad omnes & ſingulos 
Milites & Armigeros, Comitatus Northumbriæ coram vo- 
bis & duobus veſtrüm certis diebus & locis competentibus, 


70 per vos infra Comitatum prædictum deſignandis con vocan- 

dum ad quædam Sacramenta de eildem Militibus & Ami- 
le- eis, per ipſos & eorum quemlibet juxta formam cujuſdam 
by edulæ. prælentibus annexæ, coram vobis præſtanda capien- 
the dum, e. ; 

Forma Sacrament? prædicti. 

ade Vous jurrez, qui de ceſte jour en avant vous ſerrez foial & 
lity iN "vial a noftre Sovereigne Seigneur le Roi Henry & les heirs 


Koys d'Angleterre, & foy lour porterez. Et Henry Count 
nly x Northumbre & ſa Compaignie refulerez, & james ne luy 
TVIrez ; ne oue luy communerez, ne rien a luy envoierez, 
* qui lui purra comforter 3 encountre notre dit Seigneur le 
that I Roy & ſes ditz heirs par meſſage, ne par Lettre, n'autre- 
ment, ſaung eſpecial Tea noſt re dit Seigneur le Roy. 


In. Federa Tom. 8. p. 322. 
H 2 Time, 


according to bis own” Fancy. The Oath runs 


% You ſhall ſwear that from this Day forward 
* you will be Faithful and Loyal to our Sovereign 


cumſtance of the Earl of Northumberland I cannot 


allow the Pope's Brief to be valid before that 


6 
25 upon Which I -oblerve a moſt egregioug 
Conftradicion. The Doctor p. 125. makes the 
hop take the Oaths when he made his Speech 
Parliament in Defence of King Richard ; and in 
. 197. he was not acknowledg'd Biſhop of Samos 
till he had taken the Qaths of Allegiance. 
I aſſure the Doctor 1 defy him to give one 
Proof of Henry's not owning his Title to Samos, I 
am ſure the Letter above-cited has no ſuch Mat- 
ter, nor can I underſtand how ' Henry's Regale 
could extend to the Arcbipelago and the Turkiſh 
Shpar-;; beſides, the Patent cited by the Doctor is 
o far from urging againſt the Validity of the 
ranſlation, that he grounds his Patent upon the 
ſaid Brief, urges, that whereas the Pope out of 
his free Will had tranſlated the late Biſhop of Car- 
liſte to the See of Samos, where no Chriſtian Peo- 
ple could be found, he was pleas'd to give Li- 
cenle, &c. I would ask whether the Word Tran- 
ſlate chere does not ſuppoſe Conveiance from one 
See to another, which could not be if Carliſle was 
legally and validly deprived before he was con- 
ſtituted Biſhop of Samos. {1 
Thus we leave the Biſhop of Carliſie, and return 
| to two Inſtances Dr. Kenner has pretended tg 
| produce of Lay-deprivations. | 7 
1/#, Fobn Trevaur Biſhop of St. Aſapb, after ha- 
ving been engag'd in the Inſurrection of Owen dt 
Glendowrdy, was called pretended Biſhop by He 
ry IV. and his See was vacated. 
'- But the Doctor has from the Arundel Regiſter 
oblig'd the World with an Account of this Mat- 
ter, which will afford ſome Light into the Story; 
$ it appears from thence that the Biſhop of St. A. 
"i faph was an Intruder, for which Reaſon in al 
i Probability, he was called the pretended Bie 
of St. 455 by © Henry IV. therefore his Caſe 
does not come under the Queſtion; an ine 
EE ĩ˙ · A. 
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WY Biſhop is no Objec of Canonical Uſage ; but 
J ſuch are Creatures of the State, and may accord- 
ingly be govern'd by the ſecular Arm, even in 
1 
5 


thoſe Affairs which they pretend to be Spiritual; 
the King may. be the Head of a Thouſand falſe 
Religions, but he cannot be Head of the true 
Church of Chriſt. 1 


the next Inſtance of a Lay-deprivacion ; But the 
Dr. is ſo far from making it good, that he has not 
given the leaſt Umbrage to his Adverſaries ; nor 
ſo much as given one particular of the States be- 
ing any otherwiſe concern'd in the Matter, than 
to deliver the Temporals to the Suceeſſors to that 
Biſhoprick; which at that Time was frequently 
— done. | 


J | 
2dly, Lewis Biſhop of Hangar, is pointed out as 
e 


J- Morèover, Dr. Kennet acknowledges that the 
* Pope's Bull abſolv'd the: Biſhop of Bangor from his 
4 Relation to his Dioceſs, which amounts to a De- 
16 privation, as Depriyations went in thoſe Days, 
4; after the Pope had engroſs'd all Epiſcopal Judi- 
1. 8 catures to himſelf. To this the Doctor has no- 


thing to ſay, he caſts a Cloud of Smoke about 
1 him, and by benefit thereof, makes his Eſcape. 


o He quibbles about Tranſlation, and queſtions 

0 very much whether the Biſhop of Bangor was 
a- tranſlated or not, which is little to the purpoſe; 
4 becauſe the Queſtion is not, whether he was tran- 
#8 lated by the Pope, but whether he was depriv'd 


by a Lay Power; if it was done, either, by the 
er Pope Metropolitan, or a Synod, the Doctor is a 
t- Caſt beyond the Queſtion; which however he 


1 induſtriouſly conceals. 

A- He likewiſe lends his Aſſiſtance to deſtroy him- 
all ſelf, by informing the World Archbiſhop Aran- 
f del paſſes over Lewa as an Intruder and Uſurper, 
16 which ſurely is againſt his Scheme; for if he was 


ng from the Beginning an Intruder, his ſuppos d Lay- 
E,, ns depriva- 
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deprivation. does not affect the Caſe; but if he 
paſs d him over” in Silence as unworthy to be 
enrolld, or to have his Name mention d in any 
publick Regiſter, becauſe he was a Rebel; what 
is this tothe Dactot's purpoſe. The Archbiſhop was 
no Lay: man nor! Vicar to the King in Spirituals. 
I leave the Reader impartially to judge, Whe- 
4 ther the Doctor: has in the leaſt anſwer'd his for- 
qt midable Title-Page, that the Nomination, Ele- 
1 ction, Inveſtiture and Deprivation of Engliſh Pre- 
laces was otiginally conſtituted and govern'd by 
the Sovereign Power of Kings and their Parlia- 
ment. Modi Dd 073531100 S119 75 14 HU 
Phe Doctor for. the remainder ok his Book will 
not be brought in any more upon that Subject, 
as to particular Inſtances He next proceeds to 

rave about Suffragans, and falls with great Fury 


1 upon the Nonjurors; but with ſuch Fury as the 
4 Wares beat againſt the Shoar, he knows they: 
5 are impenetrable to Noiſe and Clamour, and yet 
— he ſeems fond of attacking them wich no other 
* Weapons. I did not purpoſe at firſt to enter 
* into the Merits of that Diſpute at this time, nor 


mall I any farther concern my ſelf therewith, 
than to point out ſome bright Touches of the 
Doctor's ſparkling Genius. 17 
The Doctor propoſes a Scheme to reduce that 
Party by Writing. I muſt needs ſay the Doctor, 
as to his own Part, has hitherto fail'd very much; 
but as I have known ſome Men fond of lay- 
ing Schemes to improve others Eſtates, who cou'd 
not even preſerve their own ; ſo the Doctor has 
laid down a Method, not only to confute but 
ſcatter them, ſcep. 148. He propoſes to ſhew the 
great Variety and Contradiction of the ſeveral. 
Principles, upon which they have built and up- 
beld their Schiſm; and then likewiſe to ſhew 
the. different. Prüctices of their chief Leaders. 
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If the Doctor will ſtand to this: Teſt, he will 
find but little account therein; becauſe if the 
ſhou'd retort, they might triumph over the Bo- 
ctor and ſeveral of his Friends. If we conſider 
only the preſent Eſtabliſh'd'» Church, with what 
Variety of Opinions is ſhe-' torn,” ſhe ſeems to 
have nothing Orchodox in her: but the Walls her 
Forefathers built, which are now various ways 
profan'd ; her Diſcipline, her Articles and Sub- 
ſeriptions are fallen under Contempt with her 
own Sous. nn 913 


* 
7 
£1 


What a negative Religion may we extract from 


the avow'd Principles of her leading Dignitied 
Men, as if the Devil had found as compendious 
a way of exterminating Chriſtianity, as by trans- 
ferring not from the Commandments, and putting 
ic into the Oreed. J % o gol 

J wou'd take away the Divinity of our Bleſſed 
Saviour with Mr. Vbiſton and Dr. Clark, which 
will level us to the State of the Church under Con- 
ſantiuss Pious Reign, which wou'd alſo reduce 
our Common Prayer- Books to a more ſlender 
Size, by ftriking out the Gloria Patris and the 
Athanaſian Creed. * 0 2555 Woch 

I wou'd next, in Concert with a certain Biſhop 
and his Brethren, take away Three Obſtacles 
which have done more Miſchief than all the reſt, 
viz, The Independency of the Church on the 
State, the Sacrifice of the Euchariſt and the Ab- 
ſolution of the Prieft, by which means I ſhou'd 
gain Three very conſiderable Advantages over 
Chriſtianity, in order to introduce a Religion 
more free, eaſy and unconfin'd. end 


For, by the Firft, I 'cou'd procure any Chri- 


ſtian Article to be repeal'd by an honeſt free-! 
thinking Seſſions of Parliament by Petition, Bill 
or Addreſs, or any other means moſt proper to 
conduce to that end. 5 71 0 


£647] 

By the Second, I ſhou'd by degrees weat [out 
the dreadful: Apprehenſions of going to the Lord's 
Table unprepar d, and ſhou'd come there with 
no more Concern than to an ordinary Appoint- 
ment with a Friend, 

By the Tbird, I ſhou'd in a great meaſure free 
my ſelf from the intolerable Load of Prieſtcrafe'; 
Confeſſion, Penance and Abſolation being only 
a ſpiritual way of laying a Sinner in Chains, and 
knocking them off at the Prieſt's Pleaſure, to the 
great Torture and Vexation of His Majeſty's Pro- 
teſtant Subjects. | 
By this time Religion wou'd be left pretty na- 
ked ; the remainder wou'd be only a Set of Scare- 
crow Clergy, ſet up to fright Fools. But even 
heſe I cou d eaſily diſſipate by the Help of the 
iſhop of Bangor's Preſervative, together with 4 
preſentment of a Grand Jury againſt chem as a par- 

cel of idle Fellows, who get their Living by telling 
Lies, and ſometimes printing em. . 
By this time, good dear Doctor, we have dreff 
up Chriſtianity in a pure ſimple, eaſy and un- 
affected Dreſs : She has nothing left to plague 
the Conſcience or torment the Mind, unleſs it be 
the Terror of Hell Torments hereafter ; but even 
theſe are ſoften d by Dr. Tillotſan; their Eternal 
Duration (to the great Conifort of the Devil and 
his Party) is taken away, and perhaps next we 
| ſhall find ſome brave · ſpirited free thinking Divine, 
who will fo moderate their Rigour, that we ſhalt 
be in no Pain upon that account. 
The Doctor has generouſly diſcharg'd all Per- 
fons of Quality, and we hope in Time all Mem- 
bers of the Houſe of Commons may claim the 
ſame Privilege; but this we muſt leave to Time. 

Z3ut to paſs over theſe Reflections, which are on- 
1 ly en paſant, in order to illuſtrate the Character 
of che Doctor and of his Friends, I ſhall PRONE 
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to inſiſt upon ſome other Particularities worth 
the Reader's Notice. Rotes 
He ſpeaks with too much Freedom of the Scri- 


ptutal Church, and with ſo much Freedom as is 


highly ſcandalous in a Man who beats the Badge 
of Chriſtianity, wears the Habit of a Chriſtian 
Prieſt, and is in Heart a Pagan. He tells us 
in Scripture Times the Church had no Dioce- 
ſan Diſtricts; I wou'd refer the Doctor back to 
what he has ſaid beſore, and bid him make the 
Application if he can to his Purpoſe; he bas 
before laid down as an Hypotheſis, that the Non- 


jurors had no Dioceſan Diſtricts, and yet char- 


ges them in this Page with contradicting the Scri- 
ptural Church which gad no Dioceſan Diſtticts. 
This is a Freedom much unbecoming à Scholar, 
or a Man of Parts: Moreover, what Scope he 
propoſes is utterly unknown to me, unleſs it be 
to take away the Divine Right of Epiſcopacy-; 
tis poſſible indeed that the Apoſtles ſhou' d go- 
vern the Church by a Common- Council of Apo- 
ſtles, but this is alſo as highly improbable ; they 


had the Goſpel to preach in quite different and 
remote Parts of the World, ſuch-a College cou'd 


ſcarce act; tis more probable the Apoſtles af- 


ſign'd amongſt themſelves their diſtin& Portions 


or Partitions independent of each other, which 


were Dioceſes. 


But this is not all; the Doctor pleads hard for di- 


rect Latitudiniariſm; he tells us, there was no Go- 


vernment or Diſcipline expreſly ordain' d, bro- 
therly Love and Charity were the only Terms 
of Communion ; conſequently they are ſo till ; 
for if the Scriptures have aſſign'd no other Terms 
of Communion, I dare not ſay upon what Au- 
thority we can eſtabliſh any new Terms ſince, 
which will in ſome meaſure effect our * 
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nances; which, if true, makes it a Shame in you 
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66 J 
Reformation, and much more the Reformation 
abroad. | 

But this is a plain declaring War againſt all 
Eſtabliſh'd Churches in the World, which can be 
call'd only Encroachments upon the Liberty of 
Mankind. 

If the Primitive Church was no Society or 
Corporation under proper Governours ; neither 
ought there to be any ſuch in our Days, or at 
leaſt it muſt be founded by Conſent, and no 
Man is oblig'd to ſubmit thereto any longer than 
he pleaſes. | 

Theſe Principles, if they excuſe the Eftabliſh'd 
Church of England from Schiſm, they cannot lay 
any ſuch Charge upon the Non-jurors, becauſe 
they take away all Notion» of Schiſm whatſo- 
ever. 

The Doctor ſays, when we ſeparated from the 
Church of Rome, we demonſtrated their Terms 
of Communion to be unlawful by the Scriptures, 
I ſuppoſe he means negatively unlawful, for ſome 
poſitively unlawful cou'd not be. I believe the 
Doctrine of Tranſubſtantiation cannot be prov'd 
directly from Scripture unlawful, literally taken; 
yet by Inferences from Scripture it may be con- 
demn'd. 

But the Diſſenting Brethren, when withdraw- 
ing from us (ſays the Doctor) to purer Ordinan- 
ces; they attempted to build upon the ſame Foun- 
dation, and urg'd Scripture, tho' miſtaken, for 
new Congregations, and a more Holy Diſcipline; 
from whence I conclude, the Diſſenters, upon 
their Separation from us, join'd in purer Ordi- 


to keep from embracing thoſe pure Ordinances, 
you ſtand condemn'd by the ſtrongeſt Evidence 
from your own Mouth. But why are the Dil- 


ſenters your Brethren and the Non-jurors es” 
: 


. 

ded from the Bleſſed Fraternity ; they both abo- 
minate ſome, tho” different Parts of your Wor- 
ſhip ; they equally deny an Henrician Supremacy, 
and both have the ſame Opinion of your Morals 
and Practices: The only Difference as to thoſe 
Reſpects, is; the one can forgive you, and the 


er, wou'd uſe you with Chriſtianity, and the 


o Wl other repay your baſe low-ſpirited and daftardly 
1 WW Compliances with triumphing Scorn and Inſults. 
q I cou'd not but ſmile to find the Doctor com- 


plain of hard Uſage from a Party of Men who 
! call themſelves Nonjurors, and at the ſame time 
hug and careſs the Diſſenters; when the firft by 
violence torn aſunder wiſh and deſire a Re- union 
upon fair, juft and righteous Terms ; and the lat- 
ter ſcorn and hate the very Name of the Church 
of England, and one Wretch particularly, a known 
Acquaintance and Favourite of the Doctor's, has 
deſcrib'd the whole Set of Clergy as a parcel of 
indolent Wretches, born only to devour what's 
too good for 'em to touch, 

| To come nearer, the Doctor charges the Non- 
Jurors as a ſet of Men who make a governing 


Church would make the ęeſtabliſh'd Communion 


for their Miniſtrations Invalid, their Prayers Sinful. 
I would ask what great Opinion a Diſſenter 
an can have of all theſe, if he did not think your 
| 4 Prayers ſinful he would come to them, if he thought 


your Biſhops true ones he would own them; 
nerefore tis ridiculous to cry out for help to that 
Quarter, | | 
Well, But the Doctor proceeds and gives up 
Ihe Primitive Church as an incompetent Judge 
of Diſcipline, or at leaſt as no Pattern for theſe 

1 12 Days; 


other cannot; the one, if you was in their Pow- - 


Church conſiſt of the Clergy only, without Peo- 
ple or Civil Magiſtrate, and in the Name of this 


unlawful ; Biſhops Uſurpers, Prieſts Pretenders ; 
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that no Chriſtian Church began to be till Cor 


163) 

Days; I cannot tell whether the Primitive Chri- 
ſtians were ſo well vers'd in the Arts of Villany 
as our modern Theologues. But Why the Apo- 
ſtles ſhould not be able to form a Church upon 
ſelf. preſerving Principles, which ſhould enable it 
to continue the ſame to the end of the World, 
is to me very ſtrange ; in ſhort, If the Church 
is to be preſerv'd by new Methods entirely oppo- 
ſite to Scripture and to Primitive Chriſtianity [ 
have done; I only wiſh theſe Methods may not 
prove new only in reſpect to their tranſcendant 
Impiety, which too often accompamies Pretences 
of this Nature. T7 44 ia 
But the Doctor p. 15 1. tells us no Part of Church 
Government is ſo eſſential neceſſary, but it may 
e laid down as the Deaconeſſes boly Kiſſes and 
Love Feaſts were in the Primitive Times; if ſo 
why may not this Supremacy of the Prince be 
abrogated too, and his Eccleſiaſtical Power be re- 
tre nched. | | 
The Doctor p. 152. has diſclos'd the whole 
Scene, he tells us the Primitive Ghurch, as pro- 
perly relating to our Condition, was not the 
Church in Perſecution by the Heathen Maje- 
ſtrates, but was rather the Church when eſpous d 
and ſupported by the Chriſtian Magiſtrate. 
I would oply ask whether he infers from hence 


ſtantine s Days, which is indeed moſt exactly agree 
able to Mr. Hubbs, the Father of modern Theo- 
logy ; who tells us, that even the Laws of Good 
and Evil are ſettled by the Magiſtrate, the Ma- 
giſtrate is ſettled by the People, and conſequent! 
the Laws of Good and Evil are fix'd by ever) 
private Breaſt; ſo it fares in relation to the Church 
and all the Powers with which ſhe ſeems inveſted: 
But if he means that the eſtabliſh'd Church can 
only be compar'd with that in Conſtantine's Dy. 


C% 
this aſſects only one Side of the Queftion, thoſe 
Churches which are not eftabliſh'd, have but a 
poor Lay to argue upon that Topic x. 
The Doctor appeals with great Warmth and 
very ſtrong Aﬀurance to thoſe Times, as if that 
whole Field of Controverſy was entirely reſiga'd 


to him; bur ſome of his Party have in vain 


ſweated upon that Subject, tis well known ſome 
Years ſince, that Dr. Hody fell very much ſhort 
thereof; and I am ſure the Attempts ſince have 
fallen much ſhorter. 

We come next to the national Church, and 
here he has taken particular Care to ſecure the 
Queſtion to himſelf ; for as he has given no par- 
ticular Standard for this Church, but takes it al- 
rogether as one and the ſame in its Purity, its 
Corruption, and its Reformation ; and always 
Triumphant: How is it poſſible to determine 
from Precedents, (thus ſtating the Caſe) whether 
Biſhops ought to be depriv'd by the State or no. 
The Church Triumphant he always ſuppoſes in 
the Right, but a Biſhop could not be depriv'd 
but by the Triumphant Power; by this means he 
has begg'd the Queſtion, and ſeems reſolv'd to 
keep it cloſe ; he begins with the Saxon Times, 
and is very Confident the Church and State were 
united for the common Good, in which I think 
he is miſtaken. The Church and the State were 
but upon ill Terms when the Monks of Bangor 
were maſſacred by the State, and indeed the 
Church and State never ſo incorporated, but as 
Oil and Water, the one ever will be above and 
the other below. | 

As for what the Doctor aſſerts in relation to 
Britiſh Councils and Canons, I ſhall examine 
them apart, in a Treatiſe which I deſign ſhall fol- 
low this Book concerning Inveſtitures, the Pow- 
ers of the Britiſh Church n antient Times, and 
* * R he 
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the Extent of the Regale. What I now propoſe 
is no more than to take off the Inſults of Dr. Ren- 
net, to expoſe his Treachery to the World, and 
ter them ſee that his Performances are only the 
Productions of Treachery and Malice mix'd up 
together, and fermented by Ambition. 

A moſt notorious Inſtance of this nature ap- 
pears p. 153. he there brings a Story of Wulfan 
Biſhop of Worceſter refigning the Paſtoral Staff to 
the Sovereign from whom he receiv'd it ; but as 
this Relation taken and put together is enough to 
ſtrike the Doctor dumb if he has any Modeſty 
left. I ſhall give it at large. 

Beneplacitum eft Domino ſuper timentes eum, & in 
ew qui ſperant ſuper miſericordia ejus ; boc & beati 
Præſulis Wulf#t ani ſimplex juſtitia, & ſantti Regis Ed- 
ward; potens magnificentia ſequenti miraculs declararunt, 
cùm enim Rex Millielmus totam Inſulam ſubdidiſſet, ac 
Rebelles quoſque vel expuliſſet ab Inſula, vel mancipaſſet 
vinculis, vel ſervitute oppreſſiſſet ; cæpit etiam cum ſus 
de Eccleffaſticis tractare negitiis, fecit igitur Synodum 
congregari præſentibus Apoſtolice Sedis Legatis Her- 
menfrido Sedunenſi Epiſcopo, & Presbyteris Cardinali- 
bus, Fohanne & Petro, à quibus Stigandus, qui ut ſupe- 
rius diximus, pllutis pedibus Sanctuariam Dei concut- 
ca verat, omni glorid & honore ſpoliatus, & @ Rege 
perpetuo carcere condemnatus eſt. Succeſſit huic in Ca- 
thedra Cantuarienſi Abbas Laufrancus, Vir undecunque 
doct iſſimus, omnium etiam Liberalium Artium Divina- 
rmque fimul ac Secularium Literarum peritiſſimus; 
bic igitur, quaſi Confliturus a Deo, ut evelleret & 
diſſiparet, & d ſperderet, & edificaret, & plantaret 
Eccleſiam Anglorum, ad nouam quandam ſpeciem revo- 
care, Legationis ſuæ fulſus auttoritate conatur: Capit 
aulem mex corrigenda corrigere 2 ſtatuenda ſt atuere, 
Clericis etiam & Monacbis boneſtiorem vi vendi for- 
nam præſcribere, apud kunc vir Domini Wulfitanus 
foroplicitatis & imperitiæ accuſatur, & quaſs bomo 
Idiota 
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ldiota & fene literis deponendus, Rege conſentiente, ve- 
lat etiam hoc ipſum præſcribente, decernitur; igitur in 
Synodo quem apud Weſt monaſterium Rege præſente ce- 
lebravit Lanfrancus ; inter cœtera que trattavit nego- 
tia, jubet wenerabilem Virum Baculum reſignare cum 
anulo, at vir Domini nec vultu mutatus nec animo, 
erexit ſe, & virgam paſtoralem manu tenens, were in- 
quit, Domine Archiepiſcope, were ſcio, quia nec honore 
dignus ſum,, nec huic idoneus oneri, nec ſufficiens labors, 
ſciebam hoc cum me Clerus eligeret, cum Epiſropi co- 
gerent, cam me Dominus Rex mens Edvardus ad hoc 
Officium invitaret, ipſe Auttoritate Apoſtolicæ Sedis in 
meos bumeros hoc onus refudit, & per bunc Baculum 
me Epiſcopali gradu inveſtiri præcepit, & nunc paſto- 
ralem tu virgam exigis quam non tradidiſti, officium 
adimis quod non contuliſti, & ego quidem inſufficien- 
tiam non ignorans, & tuæ ſanct æque Synodi ſententiæ 
cedens, reſignabo Baculum non tibi, ſed ei patius cujus 
cum auctoritate ſuſcepi. Hæc cum dixiſſet, cum ſuis 
acceſſit ad Lapidem quo Glorioſiſſimi Regis exuvie clau- 
debantur, & ſtant ante ſepulchrum, Tu ſcis, inquit, 
Domine mi Edvarde, quam invitus hoe onus ſuſcepe- 
rim, quotiens ſubterfugerim, quoties me, cum quærerer, 
abſentaverim ; fateor inſipiens factus ſum, ſed tu me 
coegiſti; nam licet non deeſſet fratrum electio, plebis pe- 
titio, voluntas Epiſcaporum, gratia Procerum ; bis ta- 
men omnibus tua praponderavit auctoritas tua magis 
urgebat voluntas; & ecce novus Rex, nova Lex, novus 
Pontifex, nova j ura condunt, novas promulgant Senten- 
tias, & te erroris arguunt qui juſſiſti me, præſumptionis 
qui conſenſi, & tunc quidem falli potuiſti ut bomo, ſed 
nunquid modo conjunctus Deo; non igitur illis qui exi- 
gunt quod non dederunt, qui, cum ſunt homines, fallere 
poſſunt & falli, ſed tibi qui dediſti qui jam indu- 
cus in ipſam veritatem erroris vel ignorantiæ tenebras 
evaſiſti, tibi inquam diſigno Baculum, tibi curam eorum 
quos mibi commendaſti dimitto, tibi ſecure eos committo 
cujus merita non ignore. Ailred de miraculis Edvar- 
di, Col. 106, | | Per- 
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Perhaps this long and tedious'Quotation con- 
tains more noble Obſervations than any in our 
Engliſh*Hiftory ; here is contain'd the full Pow- 
ers of the Regale, and all the Eccleſiaſtical Pro- 
ceedings in the Inveſtiture or the Deprivation of 
Biſhops. In Engliſh it runs thus. 1 
The Pleaſure of the Lord is in them that fear 
% 'him and hope in his Mercy, as is evident. in 
e theſe Two miraculous Inſtances of an humble 
* Prelate and a magnificent Monarch, in MWulfſtan 
<:2nd Edward; for when Wiliam had conquer'd 
* this Iſtand, and had either ſcatter'd, baniſſi d, 
ce enſlav'd or oppreſs'd his Enemies, he turn'd his 
* Thoughts towards Eccleſiaſtical Affairs; he 
© therefore caus'd a Sy nod to be call'd, in which 
© were preſent the Apoftolical Legate Herman- 
e fride Biſhop of Sitten, and Two Cardinal Prieſts, 
*© Fobn and Peter, by whom Stigandus whom we 
% mention d before to have profan'd the Sanctua- 
4 ry of God, was depriv'd with Infamy, and con- 
*-demn'd to a perpetual Priſon. The Abbot 
« Lanckfrank ſucceeded this Man; he was vers d 
sin all forts of both Divine and Humane Litera- 
< ture, and ſeem appointed by God to pluck 
and diflipate, and in ſhort to new-madel the 
** Engliſh Church, and correct the Irregularities 
* of the Monks. Some had repreſented Wu!f#tan 


ce to this Archbiſhop as an Ideot, a raw and illi- / 


© terate Fellow, and worthy only to be depriv'd. 


This Matter was brought to an Iſſue by the 


© Connivance, if not by the ſecret Commands 


* of the King. Accordingly in a Synod held at 


© Weſtminſter, Lanckfrank commanded the'Biſhop 
* to reſign his Staff and Ring, the Reverend Pre- 
* late, without any ſeeming Emotion or Diſorder, 
* roſe up, and grafping the Staff in his Hands, 
* utter'd theſe Words, I am very ſenſible, my 
Lord Archbiſhop, that I was unworthy of w_ 
| x | 0 
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© poſt in which I am plac'd ; I was ſenſible of 
e this when the Clergy choſe me. The Biſhops 
* compell'd me, and the King invited me to un- 
“ dertake this Concern ; He, by the Authority of 
* rhe Apoſtolick See, caſt this Burden upon me, and 
© order'd me to be inveſted with this Staff; now 
* you command me to reſign this Staff, which I 
e never receiv'd from your Hands, and you pre- 
* tend to take an Office from me you never gave; 
** but as being ſenſible of my own Inabilities, and 
e reſign'd to the Pleaſure of your ſelf and this 
© Synod, I ſhall yield my Staff, but to none but 
« thoſe from whom I receiv'd the ſame ; upon 
| I which he repair'd to the Tomb of the mot 
Glorious King, and made this Speech.  _. 
| My Lord King Edward, you know with what 
* Reluctancy, and with how many Importuni- 
* ties I undertook this Charge, and even con- 
© ceal'd my ſelf to avoid the Care to which I 
Was deſtin'd by your Commands; for notwith- 
* ſtanding I was elected by my Brethren the 
“ Clergy, had the Suffrages of the People, the 
9 © Conſent of the Biſhops, and the Indulgence 
* of the Peers : But your Authority, your Plea- 
* ſure urg'd me more than the reft : But as we 
* have a new King, new Laws, a new Metropolitan, 
and new Decrees promulg'd ; they ſtain your 
. i © Memory who commanded me to this Biſhop- 
* i © rick, and accuſe me of Preſumption in con- 
Ss I © ſenting thereto : But as you might be deceiy'd 
t i © when inveſted with Fleſh and Blood, but not 
P i © when you have an intimate Union with your 
* Creator ; as you are above my frail and mor- 
„tal Judges, and the Vail of Darkneſs taken from 
„ your Eyes, to you I reſign my Staff, to you 
* ] refign the Care of thoſe your Prudence firſt 
8 committed to my Charge. 


K I will 
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Iwill not ſuppoſe the whole Relation to be 
exactly true, and perhaps the leaſt Part of it is 
ſo. But however, we may ſuppoſe Ailred fram'd 
his Fable ſuitable to the Times of which he wrote, 
and made no Innovations in the Cuſtoms of the 
Church; and therefore his Authority ſo far may 
be rely'd upon. | 

But who can forbear ſmiling to ſee Dr. Kennet 
gravely quote that Part of the Story which moſt 
evidently looks like a Fable, of the reſigning the 
Staff at King Edward's Tomb, which I am ſure 


he no more believ'd than the Alcoran, if he be- 


ltiev'd it ſo much. 

But I wou'd have the Doctor obſerve in this 
Relation, the King has no Authority aſcrib'd to 
him except what was deriv'd from the Apoſto- 
lick See. So that the King acted only as Vicar 
to the Pope. 

The Doctor, for want of good Authorities, 
takes up next With Geoffery of Monmouth, a Man 
whom the Doctor's Patron tells us had a pecu- 
Har Fancy for telling Stories ſurmounting all Be- 
Hef: But however he is lifted into the Doctors 
Band, and carries an inconteſtable Evidence of 
King Arthur's conſtituting a Biſhop of York ; if 
Monmouth had really ſaid fo, I ſhou'd not think 


my ſelf oblig d to believe him. But however the 


Miſchief is, he ſays no ſuch ching ; he only re- 
lates that King Arthur came to York, found the 
Church deftroy'd, their Archbiſhop expell'd, their 
Temples deſolate, and half ruin'd by the Fury of 
the Pagans : Upon which he reſtor'd the Chur- 
ches, call'd the Clergy and People together, and 
N Pyramus his Chaplain Archbiſhop of the 

ace. n 

It does not follow from hence, that he either 
conſecrated or elected this Archbiſhop, becauſe 
we may ſuppoſe the Clergy and People wry 
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calf'd for ſome purpoſe, and for onght that ap- 
pears to have the ſame Share as they uſe to have 
in thoſe Caſes: Indeed if the Doctor had en- 
larg d ſomewhat farther, infifted upon the LAy- 
deprivation of Saxon the Archbiſhop by the Pa- 
gans, and his Incapacity by reafon of Depriva- 
tion to be Canonical Archbiſhop of Tork, Artbar's 
Right wou'd conſequently have flown from his 
being de Fafo to put another in his room, and 
then the Doctor had equip'd ont a very formi- 
dable Argument from this Celebrated Writer of 
n 805 42 

He next proceeds to quote Sir Roger Twiſden's 
Hiftorical Vindication of the Church of England, 
that a great Council was held at Windſor at the 
Defire of King William, and Agelrioctł Biſhop of the 
South-Saxons was depriv'd, and his Biſhoprick con- 
ferr'd on Stigand, \vho was ever eſteemd a Law- 
ful Biſhop without being at all queſtion' d or dis. 


ſturb' d. N 


The Doctor has cut out the Citation with a 
peculiar Art; a careleſs Reader wou'd take this 
Council held at Mindſor to have been either a 
Privy Council or a Parliament, whereas it was 
an Ecclefiaftical Synod, of which Roper (e) Hove- 
den gives this Account. 

© At the Feaſt of Pestecoſt, the King at Wind- 
* ſor gave to Thomas a Canon of Bajeaux, the Arch- 
* biſhoprick of York, and to his Chaplain Walce- 


1 1 


(e) Die autem Pentecoftes, Rex apud Vindeſorium Ve- 
nerando Baiocenſi Canonico Thomæ Eboracenſis Eccleſiæ, 
Archiepiſcopatum, & Valcelino Capellano ſuo Wintonienſis 
Eeeleſiæ Præſulatum dedit. Cujus juſſu mox in craftino 
prædictus Sedunenſis Epiſcopus Armenfridus Synodum te- 
nuit, Johanne & Petro Cardinalibus præfatis Romam re- 


Canonicè degradabatur. Roger Hoveden p. 453+ | 
"_ &« line 
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Verlts, in qua Synodo Agelricus Surhlaxonum Pontifex non 
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* line that of Wincbeſer; byi-whoſe Command 
* the next Day Armenfride Biſhop of Sitten held 
A Council, the Two Cardinals being gone to 
'* Rome, in which Synod Agelrick King of the 
**, South-Saxons was uncanonically;depriy'd, . 

What Advantage can the Doctor propoſe from 
hence, as (/) Labbee obſerves in his Notes on this 
Council, the Act was condemn'd by (Roger, Hove- 
den as Uncanonical, and contriv'd only to make 
room for Milliam's Creatures. os 252 
But however this was no Lay tho' an irregular 
Deprivation, not unlike that of the Council of 
| Wuichefter immediately before, in which Agelmaru: 
Biſhop of the Eaſt Angle: was .,depriv'd, Regal. 
Papalique Auctoritate, as you may ſee in Antiquita- 
ter Britannice p. 109. The King was the firſt ſe- 
cret Mover; but the Pope's Legate and his pack d 
Council were the Deprivers: For which reaſon 
I fuppoſe Roger Howeden ſays it was uncanonically 
done. Nevertheleſs if ic was done by the Pope, 
tho“ never ſo irregularly, it cou'd be no Regal 


. 


Deprivation, | na es ew 4 
This leads me to a remarkable Inſtance in the 
Council of Wincheſter of Stigand, who was depriv'd 
of the Archbiſhoprick of Canterbury as an Intru- 
der upon the See when it was fill'd by Robert 
who was baniſh'd by his Sovereign. 1 

If Dr. Kenner pretends, that the King nomina- 
ted Stigand, and the Nomination was good; how 
cou'd the Council draw up an Article of ſuch a 
Nature againſt him, and make him an Intruder 


who was plac'd in the See by Lawful Authority. 


(f) Quod vivente Roberto Archiepiſcopo non folum Ar 
chiepiſcopatum ſumpſit, ſed etiam ejus pallio quod Cantua- 
112 remanſit, dum vi & injuſte ab Anglia pulſus eſt, in 
Miſſarum celebratione aliquamdiu uſus. Labbee Con, Tom. 9. 
p. 1202, e e e,, es boats 
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The Doctor has got one Teftimony left behind 
which is eaſily diſcuſs'd, he cites Ingulpbus to prove 
that before William. the Conqueror's Time, there 
was no Canonical Election; but the Court con- 
ferr'd all Epiſcopal and Monaſterial Preferments 
at their Pleaſure. a br 12 18 

I ask what Inference the Doctor wou'd de- 
duce from hence; if Preferments were regular- 


ly beſtow'd before William the Conqueror's Time, 


they were irregularly diſpos'd afterwards, and the 
Doctor muſt ſhut himſelf out of all Inſtances 
ſince the Conqueſt ; but if the regular way pre- 
vail'd not till after the Conqueſt, he muſt exclude 
himſelf from all Inſtances before. hong n! 
But grant the worſt, Ingulphus ſpeaks only of. 
the Collation of Benefices, which I take to be out 
of our Diſpute. - ee gc Ve 
The Doctor ſeems p. 154. to have juſt come to 
his Period, and to go off che Stage raving: He 
tells us, under the Norman Conqueſt, the Seiſure 
of the Temporalities and Spiritualities, with a 
declar'd Incapacity of exerciſing any Office or Ju- 
riſdiction, was in the Right and Power of our 
Engliſh Princes, yet has he not given any one In- 
ſtance of this Nature; on the contrary, he ac- 
knowledges the Biſhop of Carliſle ated after his 
pretended Deprivation, as a Suffragan ; which in 
my Opinion is exerciſing an Epiſcopal Chara- 
Rer ; nor do I ſuppoſe he was ever Conſecra- 
ted afreſh. | | | 
He tells us moreover, the Affairs of the Church 
were debated and determin'd by Parliaments ; I 
believe it wou'd puzzle the Doctor in ſearching 
the Rolls to find any ſuch thing till the laſt Age. 
I proteſt I can find no Inftance of a Committee 
of Religion in William the Conqueror's Time. 
No Independency (ſays he) was then claim'd 
by the Prelates and. Clergy as a Body of them- 
. | | (elves, 
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ſelves, or in the Name of the Church of Eagland, 
2s conſiſting of their Order; but only as Catho- 
lick Members depending on a foreign Head. 
I wow'd ask the Doctor fome few Queſtions. 
1. Did the Clergy of the Church of England 
ever acknowledge before Henry VIIFs Time the 
Supremacy of the King in Spirituals. 
2, Did chey ever (as the - Biſhop of Bangor is 
pleas d to aſſert) do Homage to the King for 
rheir Spiriruzlities, ' 891 


hey even ſubmit, if they cou d help it, 
to be tried by Temporal Tribunals; (not thut they 
cou d Claim this Exemption as an Effect of their 
Inde pendency) but this was a Privilege, the State 
ever when Chriftian indulg'd them, and I am 
fure 'tis as juſt that the Clergy ſhou'd be tried 
by their own Courts, as that Soldiers ſhou'd be 
tried for Crimes by their own Body of Officers. 
4. Whether owning. an Head independant of 
te King is not owning an Independency. © 
When the Doctor has completely anfwer'd 
theſe Queſtions, I ſhall be fatisfied as to this Pow- 
er, whether the Engliſh Clergy did not look upon 
the Church as independent of the State. | 

What the Doctor means by the Clergy's claim- 
mg an Independancy as a Body of themſelves 
cannot tell; I am ſure the Non- jurors claim no 
fuch Independancy ; they on themſelves equal- 
ly Members of the Catholick Church whereſoe- 
ver diſpers'd thro' the World, altho' they own 
no ſingle Head of this Church but Chrift. 

He tells us, the Queſtion was not who was 
the Supreme, the King or the Church of Eng- 
land, but who in Spirituals ſhou'd be obey'd, the 
King or the Pope ? 

Surely it amounts to the ſame, if the Clergy 
own'd the Pope, as Head of the Church of Erg- 
land, to be the Supreme in Spirituals: 1 
effe 


| 3 
effect acknowledge the Church to be ſuperior to 
the State in Spirituals. 1 72 | 

However (ſays he) this Eccleſta Anglicana was 
ſabje& to the King and Parliament, and if any 
Biſhop refus d to ſubmit to their Authority and 
perſiſted in it, he was incapable of holding any 


See in England. . 
For this he produces another faithful Relation 
of Sir Roger Twiſden's, which by the by has not one 
Word of a Parliament, and even this Story is 
manifeſtly falſe. He ſays, Geoffery Archbiſhop: of 
York was depriv'd of his Archbiſhoprick by Ri- 
chard I. and for this he quotes Roger Howeden. 

() But this is falſe, for he was ſuſpended by 
the Pope, as appears in his Epiſtle to Simon, Dean 
of York. vix. Whereas the Archbiſhop of York 
* by his Contumacy has abus'd our Patience, and 
** {till perſiſts in his Iniquities, nor has appear d 
te before us; and is therefore ſuſpended from 
his Epiſcopal Office and the Uſe of the Pall, 
and from all his Temporal and Spiritual Juriſ- 
* diction by our Authority, G. 

He afterwards went to Rome, was reftor'd by 
the Pope, as Roger Hoveden tells us, p. 766. But 
the King having feis'd his Temporalities, and 
being enrag'd with him he dare not ſet his Foot 
on the Engliſh Shoar; 

But however what is this to the Doctor's pur- 
pole, was the See fill'd up by any other? was 


— — 


(g) Inde eft qudd cum. Eboracenſis Archiepiſcopus ejus 
actibus exigentibus & contumacia faciente, qui abufus pa- 
tlentia nofſtta, neque a ſuis iniquitatibus deſtitit, nec noſtro 
le conſpectui, indulto fibi miſericorditer termino præſenta- 
,Yit, ab uſu pallii & Epiſcopalis Officii executione, à mini- 

ratione quoque tam ſpiritualium quam temporalium, & 
eneficiorum perceptione noſtra ſub autoritate ſuſpenſus, &. 


f — 8 Ep. ad Decanum Eboracenſem ap. Labbe Tom. ro. 
\ 5 
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not Geoffery look'd upon by his Clergy as Archbi- 
ſhop, notwithſtanding he was detain'd from his 
Native Country. TN, Tor, WO 
Sir Roger Twiſden lays the whole Streſs upon 
Hoveden's mentioning the Spirituals, whereas that 
his Hiſtorian meant no more than that he was 
depriv'd of the Power of exerciſing his Spiri- 
tual- Offices in Perfon within his Diocefs, by rea- 
ſon of his Baniſhment. 

Tis pity we have not in Rymer the King's Writ 
for his Reſtitution to his Temporalities ; howe- 
ver this may be a kind Hint to Dr. Kennet to forge 
one. | : 

The Doctor proceeds with ſome odd Teſtimo- 
nies, in my Opinion very little to the purpoſe ; 
the Inftitution of a Chriſtian Man was put forth 
by that Power to which the Doctor in all Caſes 
will not ſubmit, nor am I mov'd with an impious 
Declaration of thoſe Men who gloried in Crimes Wd 
of an uncommon Nature, who rob'd God of his 
Honour, plunder'd Churches, and left indelible 
Marks of Shame and Scandal behind them. Our 
Enemies have gain'd too much Advantage alrea- 
dy by. our Fathering upon the Church of England 
all the Enormities of Henry VIIFs Reign ; for my 
part I diſown a King to be of my Commu- 
nion, who cou'd burn Men for not ſubſcribing 
to ſuch an Article as this. 

* As touching the Sacrament of the Altar, we 
* will that all Biſhops and Preachers ſhall inſtruct 
and teach our People committed by us unto 
ce their Spiritual Charge, that they ought and 
_ © muſt conſtantly believe, that under the Form 
and Figure of Bread and Wine, which we there 
e preſent do ſee and perceive by their outward” 
*© Senſes, is verily, ſubſtantially and really con- 
© tained and comprehended, the very ſelf-ſame 
Body and Blood of our Savicur Jeſus 9 
whic 
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ec which was born of the Virgin Mary, and ſuf- 


cc fer'd upon the Croſs for our Redemption; and 
te that under the ſame Form and Figure of Bread 
cc and Wine, the very ſelf-fame Body and Blood 
« of Chriſt is Corporally, Really, and in very 


cc Subſtance exhibited, diſtributed and receiv'd of 


ce all them which believe che (aid Sacrament. See 
Coll. Eccl. Hiſt. p. 2. p. 129. 4 014 

Theſe: Articles were ſign'd by 18 Biſhops, 
amongſt whom was Cranmer ; and in this Eccle- 
ſiaſt ical: Liſt, before even the Archbiſhop of 'Cen+ 
terbury, tis Cromwell a Lay-man placd, to the 
eternal 'Diſhonour of a Metropolitan of all Eng- 
las.. 155-3 Oi 

To what purpoſe does the Doctor proceed far- 
ther upon ſuch Topicks. The King's Tranſlating 
to Dioceſſes, and adding one part of a Diocels to 
another, was only to pave way for the Scene 
of Sacrilege which follow'd afterwards, and has 


been the Parent of all thoſe Confuſions we have 


ſince labour'd under: The Sum of the whole 


Story was this, the Pope had ſwallow'd up all 


the local Cuſtoms of the Engliſh Church in par- 


ticular, and had engroſs'd the Rights and Privi- 
leges of the Catholick Church in general. Hen- 
ry VILL. indeed lopp'd off all his Power in England 
at one Blow; but he did not deſtroy this into- 
* 1 Supremacy, but only transfer'd it to him- 
elf, we had a Lay Tyrant over the Church 
inſtead of a Spiritual one, and we found the 
Yoke more inſupportable under our new Maſters 


| than the old, till God open'd a Way to deliver 


vs by Change. The mild Diſpcſition of che Stuarts 
cou'd not abuſe this Supremacy, for which reaſon 
we ſlept under it as a ſoft and eaſy Pillow till 

King Fames's unfortunate Reign. 
Theſes Tranſtations therefore, as usd by the 
vcopes, ſuite 1 King Hemy's Genius very well; the 
| * _ Glcan» 
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Gleanings by the removal fell into his Lap, and 
he: made a ſecure. Gain, without Fatigue and 
Lower had we been ſtill reduc'd in future Reigns, 
if the Word Damnation had not ſubdu'd the Heart 
of an haughty Princefs, who ſeem'd once to re- 
gret that Henry VIII. her own Father, had been 
before her in the pious Work. 12 
To conclude, I have gone through the Doctor's 
Mazes, ſubtle turnings and windings ; I flatter'd 
my ſelf, I have open d his Imperfections to the 
World, and leave them to judge who moſt de- 
ſerve to have Henry IV's Law againft Leaſing put 
in Execution againſt them; ſo deſiring the Reader 
to run over this Performance with an impartial 
Eye I bid him adieu. 
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7k by way of Appendix, to avoid his 


3 terrible Charge. The Gentleman puts 
me in mind of ſome Actors upon the Stage, who 


much Choler cr Indignation, that I 


work up their Paſſions to ſuch an height, as even 


to believe themſelves in earneſt. I am very well 
ſatisfy'd he was not always the ſame Man he 
pretends to be now; and that when General Will. 
made an Attack upon Preſton, he frightned Mr. Mar- 
ſhall into a Surrendry of his Principles at Diſere- 
tion. But however, he knows handſomly how to 
retreat from his paſt Conduct, and to tread with 
Art a Path unknown to him before. 

A common Cuſtom: prevails in theſe Days (but 
whether the Author or. the Bookſeller is moſt to 
blame I cannot tell) to put out falſe Title- Pages, 
as Dr. Kennet in his Third Letter is a notorious 
Inſtance, and ſo is Mr. Marſball in this pretended 
Defence. 

The Second Article in the Title-Page, is the 
Opinion of Dr. Hickes for the Lawfulneſs of j join- 
ing in a Worſhip ſuppos'd to be immoral in ſome 
of its Parts and Offices. 

This is fo ambiguouſly el oreſs d, that at the 
fiſt any Reader won d under and it that Dr. Hickes 
maintain'd the Lawfulneſs of going to a Church 


where immoral Prayers are us d, and ſeeming to 


join in all the Parts thereof, whereas he ſays na 
13 ſuch 


© c 


R. Marſhall begins his Treatiſe with ſo | 


was glad to entrench behind Dr. Ken- 
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ſuch thing ; he only ſuppoſes, that provided the 
Church is not injur'd by Lay-deprivations or In- 
fractions of her real and eſſential Privileges 
notwithſtanding the Immorality of ſome Part of 
the Worſhip, a Perſon ſhewing manifeſt Signs of 
Diſſent from the immoral Part may join inthe reſt, 

He does not encourage you to ſay Amen for 
an Uſurper, nor to kneel upon your Knees and 
life up your Eyes to Heaven to a Prayer you 
abominate in your Heart. 

But even in this that Reverend and very Learn- 
ed Man ſeem'd not at that time to apprehend 
one Objection, that ſuch Prayers cou'd not be im- 
pos d upon the Church without a manifeſt Vio- 
lation of its Rights. The Liturgies are eſtabliſſid 
by the ſtrongeſt Church- Authority, nor can any 
4 break into them by adding Prayers of 
his own, without a moſt grand Violation of the 
Rights of the Church. | 

But however, if Mr. Marſhall deſign'd a Refle- 
ion upon this very worthy Man, it is a Refle- 
Aion which may be caſt upon the beſt of Men, it 
was a nice piece of Caſuiſtry unhandled before 
che Revolution; and the Doctor might alter 
his firſt Sentiments thereof, upon a more mature 
Deduction of Conſequences. What can Mr. 
Marſhall mean by his Inſinuations, but to blaſt the 
Memory of the beſt Friend he had'in the World, 
and ſacrifice that with all the reſt to his Ambition. 

II. He ſhews his Ignorance in his roth Page, 
to call the Deprivation of the Biſhops at the Re- 
volution a Synodical Act. Surely it was a very 
unfair Synod to have Ten Lay-men to one Biſhop 
therein; and ſurely it was very uncanonical in 
the fame Synod to depoſe their own Metropoli- 
tan unheard ; or rather, to leave him to the Mer- 
cy of 4 common Coprt of Judicature to. be De- 


| 


prix d. 


ae 


- T wou'd ask Mr. Marſhall whether any Hiſto- 
nian ever call'd an Houſe of Lords'a Synod ? 
Whether Labbe, Binius or Peter Crab have igeſted 


their Ordinances amongſt the Councils. 6 
To what purpoſe is a Convocation, or why 
do they meet, if the Houſe of Lords is an Eccle- 
ſiaſtical Synod. | | 
Surely this Synod is wretchedly clogg'd with 
Ten Lay Lords to one Spiritual, and with a 
Houſe . of Commons beſides ; the Church is in a 
fine Proſpect, and may depend upon being out- 
voted upon any occaſion. Moreover, by this 
time a Parliament is a full compleat Eccleſiaſti- 
cal Synod ; and, vice versd, an Eccleſiaſtical Sy- 
nod is a full and compleat Parliament. | 
But Mr. Marſhall does not conſider, that provi- 
ded the Biſhops Preſence muſt wherever they be, 
, and in whatſoever Capacity they are, conſtitute 
a Synod, that a Tavern may lay as good a Claim 


to be an Eccleſiaſtical Synod as an Honſe of 


Lords. 


I wou'd have him conſider they meet as a 

Great Body of the Repreſentatives of the Nation, 
and they have the Temporal Concerns of the 
Clergy to provide for in that Aſſembly. 
But tho' Mr. Marſhal makes their Preſence con- 
ſtitute a Synod, he nevertheleſs aſſigns them no 
better Poſt than to be Porters to the Grand A(- 
lembly, and carry to 'em the Senſe of the Lower 
Clergy, p. 11. 5 

I would ask Mr. Marſhall an inoffenſive Query. 

Provided all the Biſhops had diſſented ro that 
AQ, and yet the Bill had paſs'd by a Majority 
in the Houſe of Lords, whether it wou'd not 
bare been hard to call it a Synodical Act, to 
%ich not one Clergy-man ſet his Hand. 
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It would beequally hard likewiſe that a Majo- 
rity of Lay-men ſhould prevail over a Majority 
of Biſhops in Eccleſiaftical Affairs. 
et all theſe Conſequences flow from the Sup- 
poſition that the Houſe of Lords is a Synod. _ 
But farther, Mr. Aarſbali is pleas d to tell us not 
one Biſhop diſſented to this Deprivation. | 
- But I would adviſe him carefully to obſerve 
two things. | | 
| If, That theſe Biſhops could not act as a Synod, 
uſe. not ſummon'd by the Metropolitan, nor 
confirm'd by him, but call'd purely by ſecular \ 
Writes, which is expreſly contrary to all the Ca- 
nons; as it was alſo to act as a Synod without 
their Metropolitan. | 
2dly, This could be no ſynodical Deprivation, 
becauſe the Biſhops were not cited to appear, 
nor did any ſpecial A& of the ſuppos'd Synod de- 
clare what Perſons had forfeited their Eccleſia- 
ſtical Preferments by the Act. | 
34h, Mr. Marſhall tells us p. 13. That in Queen 
Elizabeth's Time an AR of Parliament did ipſo Fafio, 
deprive any Biſhop or Archbiſhop ; from whence 
he would conclude that Biſhops might be iy 
Facto depriv'd by a Parliament; but I can give 
him an Inſtance of an Act of Parliament in Queen 
Elizabetb's Reign, that any Perſon who ſhould lay 
Hands upon another in a Church-yard, ſhould be 
deem'd ipſo Facto Excommunicate, but I ſhould be 
Toath to conclude from thence that a Parliament 
can ipſo Facto Excommunicate. 
The ſame Act as Mr. Collier obſeryes Eccl. Ht 
Vol. 2. p. 322. reaches to the moſt ſolemn Exer-W . 
ciſe of the Power of the Keyes, for ic declare 
that ſuch Perſons ſhall be excluded from the Fe- 
lowſhip and Communion of Chriſt's Congreg 
tion. | 
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not the ſame in theſe Times asthey were formerly, 
and that diverſe Matters were then Cogniſable by 
Synods, which now are determin'd elſewhere. 
"I would ask here what he means, or whether 
he ever conſider'd the nature of an Eccleſiaſtical 
Synod ; a Provincial Synod acts in Subordination 
to a National one, and a National Synod in Sub- 
ordination to a General Council; theſe have all 
2 mutual Relation to each other, cho* perhaps at 
certain Times they have no Exiſtence ; a Convo- 
cation therefore can no more give up the Rights 
of any Part of the Catholick Church, then a Com- 
mittee of an Honſe of Commons can give up the 
Rights of Parliaments : Such Matters therefore 
as were Cogniſable before Synods are fo ftill, and 
cannot be transfer'd to Lay-courts. Gow 

rthly, Mr. Marſhall has borrow'd a Quotation 
from Socrates, out of the Writings of a Modern 
Biſhop, and it ſtands falſe eren there; Socrates 
is produc'd to prove that the Church depended 
upon the State, whereas the Words ſhall be ſer 
down at large for the Readers Information. © 

* © We have, en paſſant, treated of the Affairs of 
the Emperors, becauſe from the beginning of 
* Chriftianity the Affairs of the Church have N 
© influenc'd by them, and the greateſt Councils are 


and have been called by their Conſent or Appro- 


* bation ; I ſhall alſo treat of the Gentile Superſti- 


*tion, becauſe the Tranquility of the Church has 


been variouſly affected thereby. 
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I take it for granted this equally proves, that 

Kyoto depends upon Heatheniſm as upon 
SEE... 

I Mr. Marſpail had but taken the Pains to hare 
read Socrates, he would have underftood the Hi- 
ftorians meaning, which is as plain as any-Paſ. 
ſage in the whole Book: Do we not all know the 
Church is variouſly, affected by Revolutions in the 
State. But what is this to Dependance upon the 
State in relation to her intrinſick Powers. 
Stbly, Mr. Marſball quotes Fuſtinian, and ſcomg 
never to have read him; he ſays Fuſtinian ana- 
thematized all Hereſies, and conſequently he Was 


the judge of Hereſy. But if Mr. Marſhall would 


but have taken pains to have read the Edicts to 
the end, we ſhall find he only curs'd thoſe the 
hurch had curs d before, or ſhould curſe here- 
after ; and them he threatens with the Vengeance 

of the ſecular Power. 
e If any (lays he) wilfully ſhall be found by the 


© moſt belov'd of God, the Biſhops, to maintain 


«© Notions contrary to this Faith, let them expect 


cc“ no Pardon from our Hands; but be dealt with as 


_ © Hereticks convicted. Fuſs: Co lib. 1. Tit. 3. J. 47. 


Surely from hence no Spiritual Judicature can 
be deduc'd ; neither did Fuftinian command his 
Prefe to deprive ſuch Biſhops who ſhould Or- 
dain others lying under his Prohibition; he only 
ſays they ſhould be depriv'd as unworthy of that 
ſacred Office: But how the Proceedings ſhould 
be carried on againſt them is not there determin d. 


Moreover, this is a plain Proof, the Regale had 


not abſolutely obrain'd, even in his Reign ; be- 


cauſe, if he had reccommented the Perſons to be 


Ordain'd, the Edict wouid have been more directly 
jevelld at himſelf than the conſecrating Biſhop, 


who perform'd that Office by” virtue of the impe-, 
rial Edict. 1 
8 
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le tells us of an Act of Parliament 1 EH. which 
only ſpeaks of the Corrections of Hereſſes, but I 
| would defire Mr. Marſhall to diſtinguiſh between 
correcting Hereſies when defin'd by the Chufch, 
and judging authoritavely What Doctrines are 
| tainted with Heretical Pravity. N 
b VII. Mr. Marſhall was not throughly vers'd 
| in the Story of Silverius Biſhop of Rome; the De- 
privation by Belliſarius, and the Biſhops Conduct, 
ſeems not to have been throughly underſtood by 
him. Bur I ſhall give it the Reader as related by 
Labbee, and the Pontifical, and Biniut. See Labb. 
Tom. 5. p. 288. 289. © Sylverius was thruſt into 
* the See by Theodatus the Goth. But the People 
© of Rome to avoid a Schiſm ſubmitted to the Go- 
« thiſh Regale: In the mean Time Auguſta at 
© Conſtantinople, tamper'd with Vigilius upon cer- 
© tain Conditions to make him Pope, which he 
ce gladly ſubmitted to: But coming to Rome to 
“ puſh his Fortune for the Popedom, he found 
© Sylverius there before him. However, the 
«© Empreſs did not extinguiſh her Anger, but 
* urg'd Beliſarius to proſecute him to a Depriva- 
ce tion, which was done with all the Marks of 
* Violence imaginable, and Vigilius intruded into 
© his See, and the poor Prelate a Sacrifice to a 
Woman's Revenge, was baniſh'd to Pontus, 
© where he-was fed with the Bread of Affliction, 
* fays the Pontifical. His Conduct was like a Pri- 
ce mitive Biſhop. Sede Pontificia dejectus, & in Ex- 
d ilium Rel-patus, uſque ad Conſummatum Martyri- 
* um, wverns & legitimus Pontifex permanſerit act uſ- 
© que Pontificios quos potnit exercuerit. From his 
% Deprivation to the Day of his Martyrdom, he 
* acted in his Baniſhment as a lawful Biſhop, ſo 
* far as Opportunity would give him leave. 
I will not inſiſt upon what is faid farther, that 
Vigilius voluntarily after Sil verius's Death, * 
M te 
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ted the Pontificate, and ſubmitted to a new and 
more canonical Choice; . becauſe Mr. Marſpall 
will ſay tis all partial Borer ; but I cannot tell 
how the Six Days Vacation after his Death ſhould 
be accounted for, as Vigilius had otherwiſe an un- 
interrupted Poſſeſſion of the See before and after, 
This is the whole Account which can be de- 
pended upon as Truth; but Mr. Marſhall without 
citing. one Eccleſiaſtical Hiſtorian has made bold 
to baniſh him Twice, to make Faſtinian reſtore 
him, and ſend him into Baniſhment again. Tho 
the Pontifical, Binius, Labbee, and Platina, mention 

no ſuch thing. | 


Mr. Marſhall Diſſembles, or is Ignorant that 


Vigilius was look d upon as an Intruder, till he 
had abjur'd all ill Imputation, and had given Af- 
ſurances of proving an Orthodox Poſſeſſor of the 
See. See Bian. ap Lab. Tom. 5. p. 308. E 

But let the Story run as Mr. Marſball pleaſes, I 
am very ſure Fuſtinian is no Precedent for us; 
a Prince ſold to Injuſtice, Avarice and Oppreflion ; 
_ | of whom Ewvagrius ſays, that he is gone to 

ell. 

Tis with no ſmall Pleaſure I ſee this Schiſm 
Writer play the Part of my Lord Tumont's Cocks. 
The Biſhop of Bangor falls upon Dr. Bennet, and 
Mr. Marſball upon the Biſhop of Bangor. Yet 


theſe Men are all Poſitive they have hit upon the 


Scheme ; they puzzle their Heads, and are very 
confident good Preferments muſt be Orthodox. 
But to reconcile the Story, every Man has his pe- 
culiar Noftrum, and yet like different Brooks they 
all run into the ſame Sea. Mr. Marſhall thinks to 
rub on without ſplitting upon Bangor, with the 
help of external and internal Powers of the 
Church; which Diſtinction alaſs does him more 
Hurt than Good. 2 
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Por all Power is internal, becauſe it is inveſted 
in the Subject of that Power; therefore the di- 
ſtinction of external and internal Power is ridi- 
culous ; but the exerciſing of ſuch Power may be 
external or internal: By external I mean organical 
Action, and by internal the Powers of the Soul; to 
apply this to our Diſpute, giving Orders, admi- 
niſtring the Sacraments: Excommunication are 
all external Powers, becauſe they inſeparable 
from external Actions, and are exercisd on ex- 
ternal Objects. If a Prince has an abſolute Go- 
vernment over the external Actions, he may by 
the ſame Right forbid a Perſon to receive the Eu- 
charift, as forbid any one to give it; and if a 
Man has a Right to Exerciſe Powers deriv'd in- 
dependantly of the Prince, he cannot Limit or 
Reſtrain ſuch Powers, without having a Power 
Superior to that; which he has not by the Hy- 
potheſes. 
But a Synod may reſtrain the Exerciſe of the 
Epiſcopal Office, and a Biſhop may reſtrain his 
Prieft ; becauſe from the College a Biſhop firft 
receives his Juriſdiction, and from a Biſhop the 
Prieft receives his Orders. 

| IX. Mr. Marſhal's reducing the depriv'd Cler- 
gy to the State of unprefer'd Clergy-men is ridi- 
Fulous, becauſe by Preferments Mr. Marſhall muft 
mean only the Temporals, or he means nothing. 
But our Diſpute is not about the Tithes of Kentiſh- 
un, but of the Duties Incumbent upon a Paſtor 
in relation to the Souls of Men: From whom he 
receives the Obligation to take care of their Souls, 
ind to whom he muſt reſign the fame : If Mr. 
Marſhall makes no more of the Souls of Men than 
of Beaſts at Smithfield, and invokes the Name of 
the eternal God only to be Rich, I have no more 
to lay ; but a Pagan Prieſt would Tremble at of- 
tkring thoſe Affronts to his Wooden Gods, gs 
M 2 0 
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ſo many of us offer daily to the Omnipotent Go- 
vernor of the World. | 
| X. Mr. Marſhall, appeals to the primitive 
g Practice for praying for the Regnant Prince to 
little Purpoſe : The Revolutions of the Roman 
Empire were very rapid and ſudden, an Uſurper 
was either Dead, or the only Regnant Prince in 
a ſhort period of Time. But if we may believe 
| Tertullian: Albinus and Nigrinus's immenſe Force 
| was encourag'd by no Rebel Chriftians ; though 
they bore Arms for the Defence of their Country, 
they took care to have no active Hand in win 
about Revolutions. 

As for the Prayers, they proceeded i in the 1 
Form, without mentioning any Name; but Mr. 
Marſball notwithſtanding this, raiſes a ' Chimera 
purely: his own; that if a Chriſtian Biſhop had 
| refus'd to pray for the Regnant Prince, or avow'd 
| the Intereſt of a diſpoſſeſſed Rival, when the Senate 
| and People had all obrained to a Regnant Prince, 

this Regnant Prince (ſays he) would have ejected 
ſuch a Biſhop out of his Throne, and order'd his 
Collegues to proceed in the Election of another. 
For my part I do not think Mr. Marſhall does any 
great Honour or Service to his Cauſe, to put its Pa- 
trons upon the ſame Foot with a Vitellius, a Decius, ot 
a Maximinian: Nor on the other ſide, do I 2 . 
one of thoſe Tyrants upon the leaft Intimation 0 
avow'd Diſaffection in a Chriſtian Prieſt or Biſhop, 
would have infifted upon his Deprivation ; but 
have ſent him to Sup with the Lyons immediate- 
ly ; ; and would have been fo far from ſending to 
the College to elect another, he would have 
ſent the whole College after him to bear him 
Company. Does Mr. Marſhall think the Heathen 
Emperors were anxious about the Regale, and 
Thas "= Minds ran upon filing vacant Biſhop: 
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XI. Mr. Marſhall is miſtaken to ſay that Pau- 


lus Samoſatenus was ejected by Aurelian, when he 
ſtood convicted of Hereſy by a „ 2 ; by this he 


4 


would inſinuate, that the Synod only found the 
Biſhop guilty of | Hereſy, and the Emperor de- 
priv'd him, whereas he was fully and completely 
depriv'd by the Synod and excommunicated ; but 
as he refus'd to quit the Houſe, which I ſuppoſe 
was all the Temporalities which belong'd to the 
See at that Time, they applied to the ſecular Arm 
to have him ejected, What is here like a Lay-de- 
privation, and yet would not the incantious Rea- 
der underſtand him in that Senſe, without my 


2 
* 


al Comment to help out the Senſe, or at leaſt to 
r. detect the Fraud. & 
A XII. Mr. Marſhall cannot diftinguiſh berween 4 
d Nominations and Deprivations, p. 28. he won- | 
d ders why the Church may not part with one as i 
e well as the other: But J will eaſily ftate this Dif- 1 
e ference if he will be pleas'd to ſtay and hear me 4 
Ji . | 4 
is Nomination is no more than recommending a 1 
T, Perſon to be elected, and it remains ſtill in the 

* Churches Breaſt, whether ſuch a Perſon ſhall be 

4- conſecrated or refus'd. Beſides, Nomination is 


or previous to the Spiritual Contracts between a 
" Biſhop and his Flock, but Deprivation taken in 


4 
b 
F 
® 
'F 
; 
* 
| 


0 ſuch a Senſe, as Mr. Marſhall pleads for, diſſolves | 
p, this Relation, and diſcharges the Clergy and Peo- 5 
ut ple of the Spiritual Obedience they owe to their f 
e- chief Paſtor, which can no more be diſſolv'd by þ 
to the State than the Relation between Man ang 
ve Wife. 5 i 
m The Church cannot transfer Spiritual Powers 
en to the State by any Concordate ; ſhe cannot give | | 
nd Licence to a Prince to ordain, unleſs the Prince 
p- himſelf is firſt ordain'd by her. For my parte, I 
0 cannot ſce but the Parallel between hg 1 
| et Bo C = 
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and the Contract between a Biſhop and his Flock, 
are exactly the ſame in all their Parts; therefore 
Mr. Marſhall may eafily ſee the Difference be- 
tween Nomination and Deprivation ; they. are 
not Oppoſites of the ſame Species, but of a diffe- 
rent Nature, the firſt may be reſiſted by the 
Church, and the latter wou'd over-power even her 
with. irreſiſtible Force. | | We 
XIII. Mr. Marſpall ont-does himſelf in aſſerting 
that Biſhops hold their Temporalities and Spiri- 
tualities of the Crown ; if ſuch a ſcandalous Com- 
miſſion was taken out in Cranmer's Days, it ſure- 


ly ought to be no Precedent to a Chriſtian Church, 


fince I aflure Mr. Marſball I ſhou'd waſh my Hands 
of a Church modell'd after Henry VIIIs Form: He 
went Lengths beyond even the Modeſty of the 
Devil, and was in ſhort not one ace from uſurping 
the whole Prieftly Office. Why was Cromwell pla- 


ced in the Liſt of the Subſcribers to the Six Ar- 


ticles immediately preceding the Archbiſhop in 


the Ecclefiaſtical Column, but to tell the World 


that Cromwell was a Spiritual Perſon, tho' he was 


confecrated by none but Henry VIII? Why then 


might not that pious Monarch have proceeded 


one Step farther, and added to his other Sacrilege, 


the Crime of invading the ſacred Offices of Re- 
ligion. We ſhall find he claim'd this Power, and 
ufurp'd the Epiſcopal Function, tho' he was not 
inveſted with the Epiſcopal Habit. | | 


If Mr. Marſhall will confider, he will find his 


raſh Aſſertion of the Spititualities flowing from 
the King is really inveſting him wich the Power 
of Ordination, Baptiſm, Cc. 

Spiritualities in my Opinion are Powers con- 
fer'd by the Spirit, that is, they are ſuch Powers 
as were confer'd upon the Apoſtles by the Holy 
Ghoſt, and are continu'd down to us this Day. 


Mr. 
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Mr. Marſbal was more modeſt before, whatever 
made him retract it afterwards; he ſuppos d Ju- 
riſdiction to be of a civil Nature, and there- 
fore a Branch of che Crown ; but when he turns 
all into a meer Spirituality, and confers it upon 
the Crown the Sacraments and Ordination are not 
far from the Prince. 3 a 

XIV. Mr. Marſhall ſeems to have no Notion 
what Biſhops at large mean; he has Tranſlated 
St. Cyprian, and yet does not underſtand him; 
Preferments run continually in his Head, and an 
everlaſting Thirft after Gain curns all his Argu- 
ments that way. Mr. Marſhall! ought to know, 
that a depriv'd or ſuſpended Biſhop is no Biſhop 
at Large, becauſe he has not Authority. to . exer- 
ciſe his Epiſcopal Powers in any Part of the 
World, whereas a Biſhop at Large is a Member of 
the Epiſcopal College, and acts as ſuch in thoſe 
Parts of the World where no Dioceſs, or at leaſt 
Catholick ones, are to be found. Such was Euſe- 
bius of Vercelli (i) who travell'd over the Eaftern 
Churches infeſted with Arianiſm, and Frumentius 
was ſent alſo (&) by Athanaſius to the Indians, in 
which Caſe Athanaſius ated as a Biſhop at Large, 
in ſending Frumentius beyond the Extents of his 
own Province. | 
A College of Biſhops are the ſame to that Di- 


to a Dioceſs, and ſuch were the Biſhops of Scor- 
land in antient Times. 

| I wou'd therefore have this Gentleman conſider, 

that a depriv'd Biſhop is not a Member of the 

College, for the College is the Church Regent 

in which he has no Share. | 


oO "IT 


— — 


() Socrat. Eccleſ. Hiſt. lib. 2, c. 7. 
Y Socrat, lib, 1. cap. 15. 
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Nrict to which they belong as a ſingle Biſhop is - 
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XV. Mr. Marſhall profeſſes he does not know 
what Catholick Succeſſor means, which confirms 
me ſtill more in my Opinion, that the pretended 
Tranſlator of St. Cyprian never read that Author 
the Word Catholick is very well known, tis the 
ſame in the Church as it is in the World, As there 
is a general Law of Nations, which obliges al 
Mankind,and the Municipal which belongs to each 
particular Diviſion ; ſo in the Church there are U- 
niverſal or Catholick Cuftoms, and the local Cu- 
ſtoms of every Provincial Church. Dr. Hicke: 
therefore meant by Catholick Succeſſor one who 
ſucceeded by the Rules of the Catholick Church; , 
and not according to the local Cuſtoms of a par- 
ticular Province, as England certainly may be 
call d. = is, i el = L 
But theſe local Cuſtoms are not of an invio- 
lable Nature; the Church may take away Dio- 
ceſan Diſtricts, and by common Conſent govern 
the Church by a College; but to urge from 
hence that the State has ſuch a Power is no good 
Conſequence, becauſe the Juriſdiction of a Biſhop 
is of a Spiritual Nature, and none but the Spi- 
ritual Power can take it away. The Care of 
Souls is Authority deliver'd to exerciſe all the 
Powers of the Spirit confer'd upon the Miniſters WF 
of the Church, which are neceſſary for that pur- \ 
poſe ; this Spirit has promis'd to be with the Cleri Ml | 
gy to the End of the World; and if the State 
can authorize you to exerciſe the Powers of this 
( 
| 


Spirit, the State may alſo exerciſe ſuch Powers, 
and conſequently adminiſter the Sacraments, or- 


dain, confirm, and the like. ; 


But I was ſurpriz'd to find the Tranſlator of MW 
St. Cyprian ſeem a Stranger almoſt to Catholick MW | 
Biſhops ; he ſays p. 33. They have indeed been 
«© mention'd in the Cloſe of the Novatian and 
** Donariſt Schiſms ; but a Succeſſion ſo kept vp 
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ce is utterly unpreſidented.” I might here take 
Advantage of his looſe unguarded manner of ex- 
preſſing himſelf, but I ſhall wave that Point, and 
only obſerve to him, that a Succeflion of Catho- 
lick Biſhops is not ſo unpreſidented. If Mr. Mar- 
ſhall wou'd be pleas' d to conſult Mr. Colliers Ec- 
cleſiaſtical Hiſtory, Vol. 1. Book 3. p. 156. he would 
find it there ſufficiently prov'd,that ſuch a Succeſ- 
ſion continu'd in Scotland above 200 Years. | 
XVI. Mr. Marſhall has made bold to ſteal ſome 
of the Biſhop of Bangor's Preſervative and convert 
a it to his own Uſe, which is by no means agreea- 
dle to the Laws of Polemicks ; and he had the 
q leaſt reaſon to ſteal that Part, becauſe it was the 
moſt inſipid in the whole Book, and is founded 
upon a Pagan Supremacy into the Bargain. Here is a 
wild ſuppoſition laid down,of aConcordate between 
a Pagan Emperor and a College of Chriſtian Bi- 
wt | ſhops : That at the Deſire of his Heatheniſh Ma- 
n jeſty, ſuch a Biſhop for not admiring his Title 
0 i becauſe it was founded upon Rebellion, ſhou'd 


r. him and his Flock; ſhou'd not thenceforward ad- 
miniſter the Sacraments, ordain and confirm: Bur 
provided they comply, he will grant them Leave 
to proceed to the Choice of another Biſhop, 

otherwiſe they ſhall not have his Conge de lire for 
that Purpoſe, (O! compendious way of deſtroy- 
ing Chriſtianity) the Biſhops ſtrike in to ſave the 
falling Church, thank the Idolater for his Care 
of their Spiritual Concerns, and deſire him to recom- 
mend one whom he ſhou'd think fit for that Poſt. 


out this Secret, and where che Shoo pinch'd, he 


mace excellent Sport with the Regale. 


N What 


de diſcharg'd of the Spiritual Relation between 
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I do not at all queſtion, but if Nero had found 


wou'd have made Spiri lion Biſhop of Rome, and 
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What Proviſion Mr. Marſhall has made againſt 
theſe Inconveniencies I cannot find ; He abounds 
very much in Contradictions ; in ſome Places the 
Supremacy is a Branch of the Civil Power, in 
others 'tis a Scriptural Power, and in p. 36, 37. 
*tis a Concordate between the Church and the 
State: For, ſays he, when a Nero, or Fulian, labours 
to deſtroy the Church, the Incorporation ceaſes, 
and the Church wou'd be reduc'd to the Condi- 
tion wherein ſhe ſubſiſted for the firſt 300 Years; 
from whence I conclude, the Church had at firlt 
peculiar independent Rights, which ſhe afterward; 


by Concordate transferr'd to the Civil Power 


and may in ſome Caſes reſume them again. The 
Nature of a Contract is ſuch, that it muſt de- 
pend upon mutual Conditions on both Sides ; if 
either fail, the Contract ceaſes, and both Parties 
remain as before, unleſs an Umpire is conſtituted 
and empower'd to declare the Contract Void, gr 
to inflict Penalties upon the firſt Violator.; but if 
no ſuch Umpire is conſtituted, and no Penalty 
ordain'd, ſuch a Contract is no more than a vo- 
luntary Aſſociation which each Party may recede 
from when they pleaſe. | 

By this time Mr. Marſhal! has been ſo kind as 
to give the Church Leave to reſume this Depri- 
ving Power, and all other Rights of the Church 
when ſhe pleaſes. | 

From whence I conclude, the Contract on the 
Part of the State cannot extend to empower the 
Civil Magiſtrate to affe& the Body of the Church, 
to deſtroy Epiſcopacy or to ſuſpend it for 3 


Time. 


The Church therefore, as it has a Power of 


Reſumption, muſt have an independent Body in 


it ſelf, which can act upon occaſion, reſume the 
Supremacy, and turn the Prince out of his Poſt. 
But this Body only can conſiſt of Biſhops, * 
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if he deprives, he acts contrary to his Compact 
and againſt the Hypotheſis laid down, and con- 
ſequently he ought not to be obey d. 

XVII. Mr. Marſhall is to blame to charge the 
Church of England with being founded upon a 
Lay-deprivation, becauſe tis falſe as to Fact. 
The Lay- deprivation ought more truly to be fix d 
upon Queen Mary, Crapmer was deprivd by a 
Lay- Power; for the Dean and Chapter gave out 
Commiſſions to ſeveral Perſons, to exerciſe Archi- 


epiſcopal Juriſdiction in their Names, and by their 


Authority, upon Preſumption that the See was void 
by his Attainder, which was in plain terms pro- 
ceeding upon the Authority of a Lay-deprivation, 
as you may ſee plainly prov'd in Colliers Eccleſ. 
Hiſt. Vol. 2. p. 354. Latimer and Ridley were de- 
graded alſo by an incompetent Authority, by a 
Commiſſion from the Pope's Legate, fo that more 


truly the Schiſm began in Queen Mary's Reign, 
and Queen Elizabeth brought the Affairs of the 


Church to their proper Channel from which they 
had deviated ; but as to Edward VI's Reign, no 


Schiſm cou'd commence from the Deprivation at 
that time, nor was the Caſe of thoſe Depriv'd Bi- 


ſhops parallel with what has happen'd ſince. 

The ſcandalous Commiſſions they took out from 
he Lay-Power was in effect a Compact to reſign 
their Biſhopricks at the Pleaſure of the Prince, 
and Bonner particularly who had taken out ſuch a 


Commiſſion, ſubmitted to the Sentence, never pro- 


teſted againſt the Authority, nor acted as Biſhop 
of London, nor claim'd any Epiſcopal Authority 
in the Church of England till Queen Mary came 
to the Crown; and therefore their Deprivations 
were properly their own Acts. 

Thus it is plain that the Reformation cannot 
afford an Inſtance parallel with ours here at this 
ume, che Conteſt is quite upon another Foot, 
N 2 and 
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Ces 


without Employ. | 


From what has been ſaid I conclude, that a Jew- 
iſh Prince, without any Hurt to our Scheme, might 


deprive an High Prieſt. 


But what is this to our Caſe, Biſhops are conſti- 
tuted by a particular Command of God, without 
any regard to Civil Polity; for as the Jewiſh Dif 
penſation conſifted of Three Branches, Ceremo- 
nial, Political and Moral all at that time inftitu- 


ted by the particular Command of God, and con 


ſequently of Divine Right; we have but one, 
which is a Religious Eſtabliſhment exactly copy d 
after the Civil tho independent thereof; we have 
an obvious Plan of a Chriſtian Society laid down in 
Scripture ; the Powers by which a Chriſtian Prieſt 
acts are deriv'd from above ; depend not uponthe 
Mutations of Empire Perſecution, Storms and 
Tempeſts, but muſt endure to the End of the 
World; and therefore it is reaſonable to ſuppoſe 
God has left his Church ſelt· ſubſiſting Principles 


to preſerve its Being, 1 


and attended with utterly different Circumſtan- 


XVIII. Neither is the Caſe of Abiatbar parallel 
with any Diſpute now on Foot of this nature; the 
Tewiſh Eccleſiaſtical Polity was utterly different 
from the Chriſtian, and was rather of a Civil 
Nature than equivalent to ours at this time, and 
may properly be call'd Part of the Political Con- 
ſtitution of the Jews ; their eſtabliſh'd Religion 
was work'd up and incorporated with the State, 
but ours can ſubſiſt independently thereof ; their 
High Prieſt was of no Uſe but in the flouriſhing 
State of their Empire, and the Deſtruction of their \ 
Temple and of their Prieſthood went hand in 
hand together ; without the Temple con'd be no 
Sacrifice, and without Sacrifice there cou'd be no 
Prieſt, i. e. his Name and Character was loſt 


\ 
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But however, I believe it will be very hard to 
prove, that Abiathar was depriv'd according to 
the extent, as Deprivations go at theſe Days. His 
Baniſhment of courſe reſtrain d him from the Ex. 
erciſe of his Office; but as Mr. Marſhall has very 
well obſerv'd, fuch a reſtraint could not take a- 


way his Right, A Chriftian Biſhop cannot 


be ſo reſtrain d, but his Influence will extend from 


Pontus to Rome ; he Sacrifices by the Mediation of 
his Priefts, even in the moſt remote Parts of the 
World ; he prays with them in his Chains, and 
in his moſt dark and loathſome Confinements. 


1 Abiathar therefore might be ſaid to be depriv'd of 


his Prieſthood, becauſe he was depriv'd of his 
prieſtly Exerciſe, which a Chriſtian Biſhop can- 
not be, by any ſecular Power. 

XIX. Mr. Marſhall has exceeded all Bounds of 
Modefty in his dealing with Dr. Hickes, and has 
father d upon him that which he never ſaid, he 


quotes Dr. Hicks, that every publick Act the Cler- 


gy declare is a Church Act; from whence he 
would infer that the Deprivation of the Biſhops, 
becauſe publickly acquieſcd in by the Body of the 
Clergy, was a Church Act; whereas Dr. Hickes 
only meant, that the Act was to be imputed to 
that Body of the Clergy as their own; if they 
publickly own'd the ſame without mentioning 
one Word of the Legality ar canonical Validity of 
the ſaid Act; becauſe in that very Place he ar- 
gues againſt the ſame, and charges that Church 
with Hereſy who ſhould publickly own, either 
the Dependency of the Church upon the State, 
or the depoſing Doctrine. 

XX. Mr. Mzr(hall has wrong d Mr. Kettlewell, 


and quoted him falſe in two Places; firſt he makes 


him deny the Validity cf Synodical Deprivations ; 
whereas he only ſays, © neither a State Depriva- 
tion, nor @& Synodical Deprivation, had 2 

| | been 
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<« been one, can diſcharge a Biſhop from ſtand- 


© ing up to keep off Damage and Danger to Re- 


religion, or to the Souls of Men; or from pre- 
© venting their being nurs d up in immoral Pra- 
* Rices and Devotions. Chr. Com. pt. 1. p. 2. 


He does not oppoſe ſynodical Deprivations in- 
definitely, which Mr. Marſball would repreſent to 


the World ; but he pleads for the indiſpenſable 
Duty of every Chriſtian, to withſtand immoral 
Practices and Devotions, But as immoral Terms 


of Communion where they are ſuppos'd to be, 


ſpread a Contagion over the Face of that Church, 


and render the ſame no longer a Part of the Ca- 


tholick Church. No Acts of that Church can be 
look'd upon as Synodical, any more than a Soci- 
ety of Arians met together, could be call'd a 


Synod. 
that Allegiance refus'd by the Clergy to a right- 


ful State, is ſuch an Offence againſt it, as — 


juſtly be puniſh'd by the State, ſo offended, with 
Deprivation. 


As this is a moſt ſcandalous raking into the 


zdhy, He makes Mr. Kettlewell acknowledge 


4 


2 


Aſhes of the Dead, and tarniſhing the pious Me- 
mory of a great good Man, I {hall tranſcribe as 


much as relaces to the Purpoſe df expoſing this 


. * \ 
groſs Prevaricator. „ 


Allegiance in it ſelf is a Moral Duty. And if 
this is refus'd to a rightful State, it is not only 
an Offence againſt Morality and Religion, bi 
Spiritual Fudicatures and Synods, may puniſh with Ca- 


1 


- 
. 


© nonical Depoſitions : But alſo an Offence againſt 


© the State, which ſuch rightſul State may Puniſh 
© by State Puniſhments, as it may all other State 


* Offences ; and in Eccleſiaſticks when they are 


Guilty thereof, as in all other Perſons; and a- 
* raong theſe Puniſhments by Deprivation, tho 
not of megr Spiritual Powers, (the State having 


«m0, 
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no Authority to take thoſe mere Spiritual Powers 


© which it never gave,) yet of all that is Temporal 
© in Church Miniſtration, ſo as that ſuch Refuſers 


of; to keep 


© was before obſerv'd. Part. 2. p. 28. 


Perhaps the laſt Lines may admit of a Debate. 
But the true Senſe of them is this. ” 

When ſuch Perſons are depriv'd of their Tem- 
poralities by the State, if their own Rights and 
Privileges are only concern'd they ſhould wave 
them, and not by their Oppoſition divide the 
Temporal Endowments from the Church : But 
they muſt by no means do this in a Cauſe in 
which Chriſt is concern'd ; that is they. muſt not 
ſubmit to a Lay-deprivation as ſuch, but as ac- 


quieſcing for Peace and Quietneſs fake. 


This is plainly Mr. Kettlewell's Senſe. But he 
does not in the leaſt give way into the Princes 


© ſhall no longer hold Benefices or Preferments, 
© or State Endowments; ye and even as to thoſe 
© mere Spiritual. Powers, it may make them of 
© themſelves:to forbear any further Exerciſe there- 
State Favours and Endowments to 
© the Church, when their Deprivation is in a Caſe 
that concerns only their own Rights and Privi- 
© leges ; but not the Truth or Cauſe of Chriſt, as 


Claim to deprive Perſons of their meer Spiritu- 


\ alities. 


Yet has Mr. Marſhall made very free with the 


pious Man; but he is reſfoly'd to deal the ſame 
| Meaſure to all alike who are Men of Worth, and 


can Anſwer for themſelves only in another World. 18 
XXI. Mr. Marſhall can never come off clean 
ſurper the ſame Rights over the 
ure ; unleſs he 
inveſts a King de Facto with the ſame Rights a 


with giving an 
Church as the Genuine King de 


King de Fure can pretend to have. 


For if a King de Jure has a Right to deprive 


a Biſhop of his Office, who will not. give Secur 
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for his Affection and Loyalty to him, what Right 
can à King de Facto have to demand Security of 
the ſame Biſhop for his adherence to him, and de- 
prive him upon the refuſal ; is the Biſhop liable 


ro be depriv'd for two oppoſite Imputations, or 
can a King de Facto have any Right to demand 
the Allegiance of a Biſhop againſt his lawful So- 
vereign ; or can he have a Right. to preſerve a 
Government for himlelf, which he is oblig'd by 
the Laws of God and Man to reſign to another ; 
what contradictory Stuff is this; a King de Facto, 
and Dr. Higden's Scheme, mutt folve all. The Sword 
muſt beſtow the Supremacy of the Church as well 
as the State, tho' I never read in Scripture that the 
Holy Ghoſt had promis d to ratify the Acts of an 
Uſurper, and ſanctify the Deeds of a Cut- throat. 

XXII. Mr. Marſhall deſcends next to treat of 
the Rights of King's de Facto, or of thoſe who 
have no Right ar all; for if all Kings, without 
any Diſtinction, have a full and undiſputed Right 
to the Thrones they poſſeſs, the diſtinction be- 
tween a King de Fatto and de Fare is impertinent ; 
becauſe it relates but little to our Queſtion how 
the Right is deriv'd, provided the Perſon who 
claims has a plain and indiſputed Right thereto. 
But however, it is my Opinion, that to ſay a Man 


has a Right becauſe he has Poſſeſſion, is no logical 


Conſequence, nor fair deduction from the Pre- 
miſſes, becauſe his Right to that Poſſeſſion is un. 
der diſpute ; and it is equivalent to ſaying he has 
a Right, becauſe he has a Right, or if you pleaſe 
tis begging the Queſtion, The Ideas of Right 


and Poſſeſſion are ſo different and independent, 


that TI cannot but wonder ſome People incorpo- 
rate them together. Right is a Claim to the Poſ- 
ſeſſion of ſome ſhare of the Goods of Life without 
Injury to another; in ſhort, Poſſeſſion is oY 
claim 


| 
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claim'd, and Right ſo claim'd muſt be previous to 


the Poſſeflion. | 
Right is either natural or acquir'd ; natural 


Right is a Claim which the Law of Nature gives; 


and acquir'd Right is transferring what you claim 
by natural Right to another Perſon, if it is capable 
of transferring. Thus when the World was wide 
enough for the Inhabitants, the purchaſe of your 
Bow and your Sword was your own ; becauſe 
whatever you poſſeſs without any Claim againft 
you, is yours by the Law of Nature; and acquir'd 
Right is transferring ſuch Right to another; but 
2 Man cannot give what is not his own. There- 
fore unleſs a King de Facto finds a Kingdom or 
People Statu Dereliqto, without any juſt Claimants 
thereto, he cannot have by Poſſeſſion a natural 
Right to that Throne, neither can he have an 
acquir'd one, becauſe no Perſon who had the 


| Right before has transferr'd it to him. 


I conclude, Poſſeſſion alone can give no Right, 
but it muſt be either the Law of Nature or an 
humane Law, which muſt give 2 Right to that 
Poſleflion. 

If I was travelling in the Defarts of Arabia, I 
ſhould have a natural Rightto my Food if I could 
find it: But I ſhould have no Right to take it 


fl from my fellow Creature, who had before ac- 
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quir'd the ſame by a Right as ſtrong as any I could 
be capable of having my ſelf. | | 
Moreover, Right has as much relation to an In- 


dividual, as to an whole Community; therefore 


as an Uſurper has a Right to a Kingdom acquir'd 
by Arms, a private Perſon has an equal Right to 
the Allegiance of his fellow Creature if he ſeizes 
him upon the Road, and reduces his Perſon to his 

Subjection. 5 = | 
But Mr. Marſhall has taken the ſureſt Side; the 
Prince in Poſſeſſion is his darling, without any 
O v2 
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regard to the Means by which he acquir'd the ſame. 
Thus has he ſhewn no better regard to the Go- 
vernment, than to put it upon the ſame Foot with 
robbing on the High-way, and thinks he. does 
thereby admirable Service; for my part, I think 
it no great Compliment to my Friend to publiſh 
to the World, that he got ſuch an Eſtate by cheat- 
ing an Orphan, and by notorious Oppreſſion: 
That he has got a very fine Horſe, but he ſtole 
it from a Common : That he lives in a very fine 
Houſe, but he broke into it. Theſe are groſs 
Compliments, yet upon this Foundation he builds 
and makes the Application directly to the reſell \ 
Government. | IN 
He will maintain that all the Acts made by the 
Lancaſtrian Uſurpation were valid: But then why 
were ſome declar'd valid and others void by Ed- 
ward IV. when they were all promulg'd by the ſame WW. 
Authority; to this he oppoſes a Maxim he ne- 
ver underſtood, wiz. The Confirmation of a void 1 f 
Thing is in it ſelf void, which taken in his Sence, 
annuls all poſitive Laws of Commonwealths, for 
a Law is a Confirmation of what was in it ſelf 
void; i. e. not obligatory, till the Law has 
ſo made it. But why, that which had no Force 
before may not by the full Legiſlative Power be 
declar'd binding, I proteſt is not in my Power to 
find. Cannot an Act of Parliament annul their 
former Ordinances and Decree, that the Roman 
Laws ſhall for the future be the ſtanding Law of 4 
the Kingdom; what Contradiction can this be to 

any Maxim in Politicks. | 
XXII. Mr. Mzrſhall is mightily in Love with 
the Gethick Government, which I am ſure he 15 
very little vers'd with; becauſe I am confident 
the Parallel will not hold with their Politicks, 
and our preſent Eſlabliſnment. I believe neither 
the Geths, Vandals, or Huns, had an Houſe of 
m1 | Commons, 
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Commons, and their Lords carried Packs upon 
their Backs of ſtolen Goods, upon which their 
Trulls and Baſtards ſubſiſted. Moreover, it is 
very unlikely they ſhould inſiſt upon Peerage, 
and the Rights of Primogeniture, who did not 
know, and what is worſe could not even gueſs 
at their own Fathers. | | 6 595ty. 

I profeſs Politicks brought from the frozen Cli- 
mate of Scytbia, are in a fair way to melt in a 
warmer Climate, and ſeem adapted to a People 
whoſe Genious is like theirs, is equally Barbarous 
and Inhumane. The Roman and Grecian Com-' 
monwealths are no more Patterns, for Government. 
But the Caſpian Sea has in the Vehicle of ſome 
ſubterranean Stream conveigh'd a new Syſtem of 
Politicks to us. | 

In perſuance of this he has baſtardiz'd on the 
Mother's Side all the Race of the Plantagenets, 


10 Tudors and Stuarts, as an inſtance of his good 
Breeding and Gratitude, even to his preſent Pa- 
5 trons. 


He takes a great deal of Pains to inform the 
World that Philippa, by whom the Houſe of York 
claim'd, was Conceiv'd and Born after her Father 
the Duke of Clarence had left the Land; it is fur- 


be per [aid, he never own'd his Wife after this. 

0 Here is a formidable Charge drawn up, with- 

ger out any Evidence or one Author, in order to blaſt 

* the Reputation of a Lady who has been Dead ſome 
5 Ages; her Mother is made an Whore, and her 


Polterity Baſtards, without any further Proof, but 
only, (it is ſaid ;)I do not wonder to find Mr. Mar- 


ith Wh! Guilty of ſuch Conduct, when he cannot even 
/ > ſpare thoſe that are ſcarce Cold in their Graves. 

— This forward Story made way for Henry IV. 
de: e inſinuates that Henry IV. had a Right by Proxi- 
che. Npiry of Blood, if ſo, why did he claim the King. 
4 om in the Face of the World, with an open and. 
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notorious Lye, that Edmund Crouch- Bact, from whom 
he claims deſcent, was the eldeſt Son of Henry III. 
This was a wretched Shift to patch up a broken 
Title; the Story of an Impoſtor and a ſpurious Birth 
would have been better. If Mr, Marſbal had liv'd 
in thoſe Days, how glorioully would he have me- 
rited a Biſhoprick. og worried 

_ Harding's Reflections on Henry IV's. Conduct 
will not be unneceflary here to ſubjoin, as I have 
taken them from the Book of Hereditary Right, p. 85. 

For as much as many Men have been incured | 
© and yet ſtonde in great Errout and Controvar- | | 
« iy, holding Opinion froward, how that Edmund NN ! 
Erle of Lancaſtre, Leiceſtre and Derby, was the 
e elder Son of Kyng Henry III. Crouck backd, | | 
c unable to have been Kyng, for the which Ed- 1 
% ward his younger Brother was made Kyng by fl | 

0 
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( 


bis Aſſent, as ſome Men have. alledg'd, by an 8 
© Unfrew Chronicle feynd in the Time of Kyng | 
©* Richard II. by Jobn of . Gaunt Duke of Lancaffre, b 
to make Henry his Son Kyng, when he ſaw he 
© might not be choſe Heire Apparent to Kyng 


* Richard. | | | 9 
Sir Fobn Heyward allo obſerves, that this Ed 11 
mund was not deform'd, but a goodly Gentleman : 


v 

and valiant Commander. See Life of Henry IV. p. 98, 5 

; u 
. 
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XXIII. Mr. Marſhall falſely quotes Puſfendirſ 
to prove, that the Statutes have a Right to decide 
controverted Sueceſſions, whereas Puffendorfe ftate 
the Queſtion a quite different Way ; He ſuppoles 
the Pretenſions of the two contending Parties tc 
be ſo equal, that it is very difficult to diſtingui 
who has the Right; and in that Caſe he is fo fa 
from inſiſting on the Rights of the State; that hi 
diſſolves the People into a State of Nature. 
Nuturali Libertati nullius Furiſdictioni Subjecti deg 

They are in the ſame Condition, as when th 


whole Race of Hereditary Pretenders are 0 
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Moreover, if Mr. Marſball had but perus'd the 
Scope of their Reaſoning, he would have found ic 
utterly deſtructive to his Hypotheſes, they argue 
for the People's Incapacity of being Judges, quia 
omnem juriſdictionem a ſe ad Regem & Regiam familiam 
tranſtulit, See Grot. I. 2. c. 7. p. 27. Which is an 
evident diſowning the Power of the State. 

XXIV. Mr. Marſhall p. 64. &c. endeavours to 
prove that Oliver Cromwell was not a Rebel againft 
King Charles, but againft the States. The Scope 
of Argument turns upon this Hinge : That if he 
had not uſurp'd upon the Houſe of Lords and 


Commons, he had been a King de Jure, a Right- 


= 
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ful King, and upon the fame Level with the pre- 


ſent Government. This is the plain Conſequence 
of his Words, and I directly charge them upon 
him ; for if to take off the Parallel, he makes no 
other Difference but the Uſurping upon the States, 


jf that it had been taken away, the Application is 


his own, and obvious to any common Reader's 
Capacity. | | 
XXV. Mr. Marſhall is very unjuſt to the Author 
of Hereditary Right, and repreſents him as plead- 
ing to ſubvert the Rights of the Stuarts, which I am 
very confident his Soul abhorr'd ; nay, it is fo far 


from being true, that he argues in Defence of King 
| James T's Right with all poſſible ftrenuouſnefs, he 


urges that Monarch as an Inſtance, p. 85. © That 
* no Act of Limitation cou'd ever effectually ex- 
clude the next Heir by Proximity of Blood, but ſoon- 
er or later Providence has hitherto fo order'd it, 
that thoſe who were firſt in the Line of Deſcene 
* have at length gain'd the Crown, notwithſtand- 
** ingall Parliamentary Proviſions to the contrary. 

I muſt obſerve, that no Prince by a Parliamen- 
tary Entail can bind his Succeſſor ; if therefore 


Queen Elizabeth declar'd King Fames I. her Suc- 


ceſſor, the Entail of Henry VIII. was intirely N . 
. 0 , 4; 
9 > of 


| 


| . 

off, and King Jame mounted the Throne with the 
moſt indiſputable Right by which a Sovereign 
cou'd claim. | | 

But to prove this the Author takes all poſſible 
Pains ; he tells you, that Queen Elizabeth gave 
the ſolemneſt Aſſurances ſhe wou'd not wrong 
the Scottiſh Family, thro' the whole Courſe of her 
Reign, and he was look'd upon by all Parties as 
the Perſon whom the Queen juftly and heartily 
favour'd accordingly ; he tells ns from Cambden 
and Sporſwood, that ſhe declar'd him upon her 
Death-bed her Succeſlor. | 


| Cambden expreſly ſays, ſhe declar'd it in thef$/+ 


7 


Words, when they ask'd her to name her Succeſſor, 


My Throne is the Throne of Kings, and no 
Scoundrel ſhall ſucceed me : When they ask'd her 
farther what ſhe meant, ſhe added, None but a 
King ſhall ſucceed me, and who ſhou'd that be 
but my neareſt Kinſman the King of Scots. See 
Cambden's Elizabeth ap. Fin. Der 4 

The whole Series of this Relation is a conti- 
nu'd Declaration that Fames ſhou'd be her Suc- 
ceſſor, and is ſufficient to ſet aſide Henry VIITs 
Will, and as ſuch it was univerſally receiv'd ; the 
Suffolk Family have not to this Day put up any 
Pretenſions, nor has one Perſon ſince Hale preten- 


ded to inſiſt upon their Right, therefore Mr. Mar- 


ſhall has acted according to his uſual Sincerity, 
he has given the Author of Hereditary Right a 
greater Wound than he ever receiv'd before, by 
a. falſe, ſcandalous and injurious Inſinuation con- 
traty to the whole Scope and Tenour of his Book, 
which is to vindicate Proximity of Blood, and to 
ſhew that the neareſt a-kin to a Throne are ever 
under the Protection of Heaven and the peculiar 
Care of Providence. 
For aſſerting contrary to what Mr. Marſhall 
wou'd father upon this Gentleman, the Infor- 
mation 


— 
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mation was laid and a Proſecution followed there- 
upon, Which all the World knows. 

With what Face, what Aſſurance then can he 
charge ſuch a notorious Falſhood upon the Man 
who never injur'd him ? Is this the Spirit of Chri- 
ſtianity 2 Does this notorious Scandal become the 
Mouth of one who pretends to preach the Goſpel 1 
of Peace? Can any one for the future believe the if. 
Scandals he flings upon Men of Learning, ſup- i} 
ported only by ſuch wretched mercenary Evi- 
dence. | | I | 

I ſhall conclude this Topick with only one J. 

© Obſervation, if he objects that no Will of Queen i 
Elizabeth appears that conſtituted Fames her Heir, [7 
let him know that Stamps and Formalities are un- 1 
neceſſary in ſuch a Caſe ; her Pleaſure ſignifying 
who ſhou'd be her Succeſſor was a ſufficient De- 


4 
claration of her Heir ; Sovereigns are not tyed 4 
down to the Rules of Doctor: Commons. lf 

XXV. Mr. Marſhall is pleasd notoriouſly to | 
ſcandalize Dr. Hickes, he ſpares neither the Living | 
or the Dead, they all meet with the ſame meaſure 
from his partial Hand ; he charges Dr. Hickes with 
ſaying in the Preface to his Fovian, that Revela- 1 
tion from God is neceſſary to alienate the Crown 9 | 
from that or any other Family, which Mr. Mar- '" 

4 {ball triumphs over, and wonders that a Man of 'Y | 
his Senſe and Learning ſhou'd ever arrive to ſuch 1 
an abſurd way of Reaſoning. But if after all, 1 
this ſhou'd be only a Calumny rais d upon his 1 
Friend in his Grave, and a baſe trampling and iT 
inſulting upon his Urn, what Puniſhment does 
luch Treachery, ſuch Ingratitude deſerve ! But 
that Mr. Marſball is guiity of, theſe, Crimes will 
be obvious to any Man by conſulting the Preface 
to Fowian from whence this Falſhood is ſtole. 
A Third Reaſon againſt the Bill of Excluſion 
is taken from the Author of this 2 
0 6c uc⸗- 
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, cluders infer this Conclufion, that it wou'd be 


c to which he only hath given it, &c. 
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ec Succeſſion to the Crown which is God alone, N mi 


* who hath given it to the Royal Family for abe 

cc perpetual Inheritance, and hath by his Provi fl 

« gence ordained that it ſhou'd come to one of fl Pr. 

* them after the Deceaſe of another, according 

© to Birthright and Proximity of Blood. J. 
* From this Principle many good Men who 

© are as Wiſe and as learned as any of the Ex. 


«© Uſurpation without a manifeſt Revelation from 
* God to alienate the Crown from this Family 


CY TY V 
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Dr. Hickes does not inſiſt upon this Argume 
he only gives it fair Quarter, its full Scope, and 
ſo leaves it without determining on one fide or VI. 
another, yet is this charg'd upon him by thifh 1 
young preſumptuous Author with all the Aſſu-B Ge 
rance imaginable. 9 \ 

XXVI. Mr. Marſhall ſeems to have as particu-W= 
lar a Spite at the Houſe of York, as Dr. Kenn 
profeſles againſt King Richard II. King Edward I. 
(he ſays) was the firſt of our Monarchs who inſiſted 
upon his Hereditary Title as ſuperior to all other 
Titles, I ſuppoſe he meant ſince the Conqueſt, and 
to that 1 ſhall confine him. . 7925 

I wou'd ask what Title Robert Duke of Norman. 
dy pretended to when he invaded England in opy 
poſition to William Rufus, but the Right of Inhe- 
ritance, and did he not renew the ſame Clai 
againſt Henry II. what Title cou'd the Empreſ 
Maud pretend to but an Hereditary one. 

But if we examine Mr. Marſhals Complication 
of Titles he flings upon Henry VII. we ſhall find 
'em imaginary. Titles. | IP | 

1. As to nigheft Succeſſion 'tis the moſt falſe 
Aſſertion that ever appear'd in the World, The 
Daughter and Nephew of Edward IV. were be 
fore him, and tho' he married the Daughcer * 

mu 
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murder'd the Nephew, his Title was not render'd 
better. | | 
For he as much uſurp'd the Throne to the 
Prejudice of Wife, as his Anceſtors had done be- 
fore to the Injury of the Family of Tork; and her 
Iſſue after her Death were detain'd by the Fa- 
cher from their Right; he aſſum'd after the Bat- 
- tle of Boſworth-field the Title of K. of England and 
without any previous Ceremony, he caus'd him- 
ſelf to be recogniz'd King and ſolemnly crown'd, 
Fand calld a Parliament before he married the 
Princeſs, and even then made her but a ſour Huf- 
band like a ſurly Rebel as he was; ſo that the 
Proximity of Blood did not take place till Henry 
VIII. took Poſſeſſion of the Throne. 
vl Indeed if Henry VII. had behav'd himſelf like a 
- Gentleman of Honour, he would have thought it 
a ſufficient Reward of his toil to have deliver'd 
„che Lady from the Claws of a vile Tyrant, and 
left the Crown and her Perſon to her own Diſ- 
J poſal co whom they more properly belong'd. 
0 The next Bar to his Proximity of Blood was 
«the Earl of Warwick, Son to the Duke of Clarence 
id and Nephew to Edward IV. who, poor unhappy 
Prince remember'd no other Proſpe&t but thro' 
"the Grates of a Priſon, aad was at laſt barba- 
Pi toully murder'd, only becauſe he was born. 
ll 29, As co Conqueſt he never claim d any Title 
ing by virtue of the Sword, he came into the Throne 
cl 2s the Heir to Henry VI. without regard to any 


Vacancy from the Time of that unhappy King's 


on Depoſition, 

3/y, He cou'd not be ſaid to come in by Ele- 

tion of the States, becauſe he was actually Crown'd 

WY King before a Parliament met, and even then 
JH iey came by his Authority; to ſay they elected 

bim is the ſame as that the Clay ſhou'd form the 


P 


his 


Potter, They were his Creatures, ſubſiſted by 


Cy. 
his Breath, and vaniſh'd at a Frown, and yet 
they muſt by a ſtrange Fondneſs of Opinion be 
look'd upon as his Electors. : 
P. 78. Mr. Marſhall ſeems to hint at the famous 
. Statute for indemnifying thoſe who fought for a 
King de Fa#o, but the beſt Explanation to this i; 
the Act of the Attainder of Richard III. Duke of 
Norfelk, Earl of Surry, Viſcount Lowell, Lord 
Ferrers, Lord Zouch, Richard Ratcliffe and others, 
who were adjudg'd Traitors, notwithſtanding 
one was a King de Facto and the reſt adher'd to 
him. | | wy 
Mr. Marſhall is miſtaken as to his Inſtances * 
Maximine, and Licinius, upon whoſe Overthrow by 
Conſtantine, Euſebius exults. 

For tis falſe in the firſt Place that Conſtantin: 


was engag'd againſt Maximin; who was over- 
thrown by Licinius. 


Moreover, Maximin was no better than an 


Uſurper upon Licinius, and therefore the Chriſtian: 
might without Crime rejoice at his Misfortune. 

I wou'd have Mr. Marſhal! know that theſe In- 
ſtances will by no means ſerve his Turn, thoſe 
Emperors parted the Roman Empire by Contract, 
they were not ſo independent of each other, but 
they might correct the other for Oppreſſion ang 
laying waſte the Empire. Thus was the Roma 
State reduc'd to the Government of thoſe Ceſar: 
by Union of the Perſons who kept it in 
their Hands, but upon Licinizs breaking his Con- 
tract and perſecuting the Chriſtians, Conſtantine 
overcame him by Force cf Arms, and reduc'd him 
to the Condition of a Subject, and upon a Second 
Attempt to riſe, the Emperor took care he ſhou'd 
be diſpatch'd. 

The Chriſtians without the Imputation of Re- 
bellion might Return Thanks to God for being 
deliver'd from the Tyranny of Licinius. he 
; cup- 
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Suppoſe the King of Spain and Charles III. had 
(.rned into a League to govern Spain jointly, and 
x tne ſame time had agreed that whoever ſhou'd 
infringe the Liberties of the People in their parti- 


cular Diſtricts, ſhou'd be reduc'd by Arms, it 


'E wou'd have been no Rebellion in the People to 
| join with Philip to oppoſe Charles if he had been 
© the Invader. F; 

Mr. Marſhall has miſrepreſented Puffendorff and 
„ Grotins, and has quite elop'd from their Meaning, 
Is to their condemning any private Perſons ta- 
kling up Arms againſt an unjuſt Poſſeſſor of the 
oy Sovereign Dignity, they both lay down as a 


the diſpoſſeſſed King cannot be extinguiſh'd, and 
„chat they may ſubmit. to the Uſurper, not upon 
the account of any Right he can claim thereto, 
but out of Proſpe& of Convenience, and in ſuch 
"il manner as the injur'd King wou'd wiſh youto do. 
But, ſays he, private Perſons by their own Au- 
thority, and without the Authority of a King de 
Jure ought not to riſe and depoſe the Uſurper. 
Mr. Marſhall to no purpoſe ſpends his Breath in 
recounting the various Revolutions amongſt the 
Saxon Monarchs; every body well knows Rebellion 
wants no Precedents ; it has been uſher'd in firſt 
by the Devil and his fallen Angels: If Mr. Marſhal 
had a Fancy to have Recourſe to Antiquity, that 


„ | amongſt the Saxons, Hiſtory is very fertile in 

n theſe Relations in all Ages of the World. 

d But Mr.{Marſhall ſhou'd have enclaireciſs d upon 

J cheſe States, he ſhou'd have inform'd us of their 
Original, what they were, and how they were 

. | call'd, in one Place he brings them alovg with 

g che Goths, bur here he makes them depole Vorti- 
gern a Britiſh King. 7 | 
. | E 2 But 


Foundation of their Hy potheſes,that the Right of 


Inſtance wou'd have been the moſt Antient he 
cou'd have found. He had no occaſion to grub 
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But however Mr. Marſhall took the Story ups 

on Truft, as well known as the Story ſeems. «;, 

be, Henry Huntingdon contradicts it; he was ia. 
deed excommunicated for Inceft, and is reported 

to have fled for ſhame to the Deſerts, and there 

to have periſh'd. I conclude that there was no 
more in the Story, but that his Noblemen, out of 
Deteftation of his enormous Villanies, refus'd to | 
fight under him, upon which he retir'd and dy'd 
in Obſcurity, and his Son took the Command up- 
on him ; But what is this to a formal Depoſition 
by a State; all that Mattbeu Weſtminſter ſays is, 
Magnates Britannia Regem Vortigernum penitus deſe- 
rentes, unanimiter Vortimerum filium ſuum in Regem 

ſublimaverunt. 7 5 


I think it is nothing to the Argument, whe- 
ther the Fact be fo or not; I only mention this 


by way of Enclairciſſment upon Mr. Marſhall's 
ſecond-hand Evidence. 

| Mr. Marſhall is utterly out of the way to 
ſay, the Conqueror was accepted upon Con- 
dition of preſerving the Legal Rights of the 
Nation, for he overturn'd the whole Courſe of the 
Laws, ſeis d upon the beſt Eſtates in the King- 
dom, and new modell'd our Engliſh Conſtitution. 
All the Account Matthew (g) Weſtminſter gives ol 
the imaginary Contract is, that upon his Approach 
to London he made the Nobility do Homage and 
give Hoſtages, and confirm'd himſelf in the King- 
dom by Terror. 


He alſo divided the Lands àmongſt his Crea- 
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(g) Deinde homagiis a Magnatibus cum juramento fide- 
litatis obfidibuſq; receptis, in regno confirmatus omnibus qui 
ad Regnum aſpiraverunt factus eft terrori. Mat. Veſtm. an. tor. 
Terras Anglorum & poſſeſſiones ipſis expulſis Succeſlive 
manu diſtribuit affluenti & modicum illud quod de iis re- 
manſerat; factus jam de rege Tyrannus, Sub juga detruſit, 
7erpetua ſervituti:. e 
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Office of a Biſhop 
- © preſerve her ſelf from Ruin (from which ſhe 
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tures, inſtead of being a King he was a Tyrant, 
and involy'd the People in a State of perpetual 

Mr. Marſhall is pleas'd manifeſtly to contradict 
himſelf; p. 137. he tells us, That we are in 
© yain ſent back to the Three firſt Centuries, be- 
© cauſe the State did then no otherwiſe meddle 
© with the Church, than with defign of depref- 
* ſing and ruining her, and wou'd have depriv'd 
* no Biſhop for any other reaſon than what have 
* hinder'd any Succeſſor ; for doing the proper 
, fo that if the Church wou'd 


te hath as much Right as the State hath) ſhe cou'd 
*© not ſubmit to any ſuch Deprivations. 


Vet Page 34. he extends the Regale of the 


* Heathen Emperors till he makes it break ; he 
* tells us if a Primitive Biſhop had refus'd to pray 
“ for an Emperor de Fact, and if a Complaint 
© made againſt him to his Collegues, if they ſhould 
c have declin'd or denied doing Juftice to ſuch 
“ an Emperor, he might by his own Authority 


c have done whatever he ſhould have found ne- 


* ceſlary for the Security of his own Govern- 
*© ment, 
How theſe two Pages can be reconcil'd, I leave 


to the impartial Reader to conſider. 


Mr. Marſhall Page 116. is miftaken in ſayin 
when the Roman Empire flouriſh'd, all the Profef- 
ſors of the Goſpel made one National Church, 


becauſe theGoſpel was carried into Ætbiopia where 


the Romans Arms never could penetrate. 

He ſays our Church hath little or no Concern 
with other Churches; but I look upon this to be 
a poor Shift. I thought Mr. Marſhall was diſpu- 

ting of firm and laſting Principles upon which 
Chriſtianity was built; but he enlarges upon a ca- 
ſual Circumſtance, which may hit one Age and 

not 
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not another; if England has little or no Concern 
at this Time with other Churches, we cannot tell 
what an alteration of Religion may happen in 
Europe before the ſpace of an Hundred Years. The 
little Whore Church of Geneva may forſake her 
Ways, turn Honeft, and be Orthodox, when ſhe 
grows Older; and I do not deſpair to ſee the 
Dutch Religion refin'd into Chrittianity, and Myn- 
beer may in Time have as good Notions of Reli- 
gion as of Trade ; I am confirm'd more in this 
Opinion, when I conſider the Luſtre Chriſtianity 
receives every Day from dignified Men, holy 
Pride and ſanctified Luxury. 3 
Mr. Marſhall is miſtaken as to Fact, to ſay that 
Biſhop Merks was depriv'd by the Pope for not 
ſubmitting.to Henry LV. becauſe the Pope did not 


deprive him or do him any Injury; but tranſlated' 


him to ſave his own Honour, when the Tempo- 
ralities of Carliſl: were taken away. If Mr. Mar- 
fhall had but read Dr. Kennet, or will but read the 


Book to which this Appendix belongs, he will 


find that Biſhop Merk: was us'd tenderly by the 
Pope, and Henry LV. complains of the Tranſlation 
as Partiality in the Pope, who ought to have 
depriv'd the Biſhop. | 
Compariſons are odious, but Mr. Marſhall loves 


to dwell upon them, and ſeems very fond of 


drawing a Parallel between the Revolution of Ri- 
chard II. and that in King James Time, in which 
he does bur very little Service to the Cauſe he pre- 
tends. to defend. The firſt was an abominable 
wicked Revolution, a near Kinſman of that un- 
happy Monarch, inthe midſt of a profound Peace 
landed in his Kingdom, and vacated the Throne; 


which unhappy attempt loſt the Nation her richeſt 


Blood and beſt Treaſure, beſides the Diſgrace ſhe 
fell into with her Neighbors : What then can Mr. 


Marſhall propoſe by ſuch a Parallel, but to caſt à 


1 


Slur upon his Friends. Mr. 
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Mr. Marſhall ſeems to have no Notion of Hereſy, 


2s Men that are Drunk have the leaft Notion of 


Drunkenneſs of any in the Company; he ſays a 
Man can't be an Heretick till his Errors are con- 
demn'd in a General Council; I would ask if 
there were no Hereticks before the Council of 
Nice: But however, I would know upon what 
Foundation we ſeparate from the Church of 
Rome, do we not look upon her as Heretical, not 
only in one Article but in ſeveral ; particularly, is 
ſhe not Heretical in her aſſerting the Corporal 
Preſence of Chriſt in the Eucharift ; but by what 
Council was this ever condemn'd. In ſhort, He- 
reſy in its own Nature, without any previous De- 
claration of a Council, as much Hereſy ,as Felony is 
or will be Felony in foro Conſcientie, it it wasnever 
ſo declar'd by the Common and Statute of the King- 
dom; if I had Time I could prove to Mr. Marſhal! 
that the Doctrine of the Dependancy of the Church 
upon the State is a Hereſy, as Wicked and as 
Deteſtable in its Conſequences, as Arianiſm or 
Soctnianiſm. | 
Mr. Marſhall with too much Freedom wreſts 
Tertullian to a wrong Senſe, and has tranſlated him 
worſe ; ſays he, © Tertullian hath told us the Chri- 
** ſtians conſtantly pray'd for all Principalities and 
* Powers; with ſuch Freedom does he Tranſlate 
pro omnibus imperatoribus. 
But he will have Tertullian include Emperors 


de Facto, tho' he meanly- begs the Queſtion inſtead. 


of proving it; nevercheleſs this is only beating the 
Air, becauſe he cannot produce in the whole 
Courſe of the Roman Emperors Reign one Inſtance 
of a baniſh'd Emperor de Fure, while an Emperor 
de Facto fill'd the Throne. Dr. Hickes in his Fovian 
has prov'd that Government to have been no bet- 


ter than an enſlay'd Commonwealth; therefore 


Severus's Title when acknowledg'd by the Senate 
was 


. 
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was firm and good. Moreover Severus, upon 


whoſe Title he ſeems to dwell, came as fair to the ||. * 
Empire as any Prince before or after him in that 


Empire had done; he march'd to Rome to revenge : f 
the Mucther of his Sovereign Pertinax, to whom f 


he had ſworn Allegiance, as Dr. Hickes obſerves |. 
in his Fovian p. 27. and to depoſe the Uſurper I © 
Fulianus, who ſcandalouſly bought the Empire of |, © 
the World at a publick Auction; as there were no 12 
Claimants Alive, Severus very well deſerv'd of the | '* 
Senate to be declar'd Emperor for his Pains. Yet. 1 
this is the Roman Emperor with whoſe Title Mr: 
Marſhall inſults. But till he can make our Govern- 15 
ment a Parallel with that of the Roman Empire, 1 
= Labours are in vain and his Application ab- 7 
urd. 

Mr. Marſhall p. 185. Miſrepreſents the State of n 
Maximus ; he gives you to underſtand that |# 
Maximus was 2 damnable Tyrant, and deſerv'd not 
to be pray d for: But why; becauſe he only puſhd Ne 
at the Empire and was Unfortunate. Ys, 1 

But even this is abſolutely falſe ; all the Hiſto- 
rians'of thoſe Times, as Socrates and Theodoret do 
unanimouſly agree, that he uſurp'd the whole 
Empire of the Weſt, murder'd Gratian, and made 
the ſurviving Emperor Valentinian take him into . 
the Partnerſhip of the Empire, and he was fully: 1M 
recogniz'd as any Emperor that ever uſurp'd the 
Roman Purple. 

By this Time the Reader may have a View of. 
Mr. Marſhall's Sincerity, and he will come the 
better manag'd to read his Scandals of particular 
Perſons. | 

If in future Ages Mr. Marſhall's Book ſhould e- 
ſcape the juſt Judgment it deſerves, of being con- 
demn'd to the Paſftry-cooks and Grocers, I imagine 
ſome induſtrious Chronologiſt would make this 
Obſervation. Th 
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* be Learned Dr. Hicker could not Aourtfh ! in 
' the Seventeenth Centur 20 as is commonly 15 
out by Authors, but in t Wett fot i 
Book which fell into my Hands printed te 
* 1717. and wrote by Mer ans 5 fo Paſſ: 
I find Dt. Hitches ode be Gat Boy, or FY 
* moſt a young Man of no Er. Note; as is plain 
ftotm the contemptuous Stile which Marſhal ſes 
| Sg Him. Bur then I was puzled at ons Par 
ſage p. tay. the Doctor is ſai ig to fow more 115 
gorous wk Age; but upon Conſideration of thy 
Doctors Character, I rejected this as an Inter- 
polation; I am apt to think this Marſhall had i i= 
frudted Dr. Helles in his Youth, by the Air a 
LN he gives himſelf in his Way of Writing 
[ am ſure this is a plain and natural Inference 
om Mr. Marſballs way of Writing, which. is ve. 
| offenſive to a modeſt © in, 5 


* 


auſe nothing 
mote -uncotriely than to H trample” up- 
'Þ gtey Hairs and venerable olg Age. 
Jo greater Reflection can de caft upon tha 
eat Man, than to inſinuate he talked ad be- 
wed contrary to bis Practice; if he was an ho- 
Kft Man he could not be leſs Harſh in his Opi- 
on than he was in that Book; if he thought he 
Fold with a fafe Conſcience, join in your Wor- 
Fo, how wicked muſt he be to widen a Breach 
Nich could be clos d, and to make himſelf auttor 
bi(mati:, the Ring-leader of an horrid Schiſm. 
If it was indifferent in his Opinion which Com- 
nion he join'd with, then tis indifferent how 
my Rents, Wounds. and Scars the Church of 
heiſt has; tis her peculiar Beauty to be diveſte 
Charity, and to have as many independant 
ommunions as She has Members: Thus SO 
lan may be a Church to himſelf, 
In ſhort, Dr. Hjckes muſt be either Rigorous to 
u or to himſelf, every ſoftning Ward W could 


Q give 
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give of your ſuppos'd Schiſm was giving a mor- 
tal Stab to his own Fame. 

I muſt tell Mr. Marſhal! tis not a fair Queſtion, 
nor. honeſtly ſtated, whether Dr. Hickes was the Pp 
Author of the Book under his Name, becauſe on- 
ty one Side at this Time can ſpeak to that Que- 
ion. | Tk. 

Mr. Marſhall p. 155. falls with his uſual Fury, ſ 
and ill Manners, upon the pious and reverend . 
Archbiſhop Sancroft; he prepares the Reader with b, 
a Commiſſion the Archbiſhop gave ſometime after ; 
the Throne was fill'd up, after King Famess Ex 
ile, to the Biſhop of London and others there: 
nam d, for conſecrating Biſhops and Paſtors foram 
* as there ſhould be wanting to be 

I cannot ſee that the Archbiſhop acted incot- 
fiſtently in this Commiſſion, his ſeeming to a 

quieſce in the Prince of Oranges making uſe o 
Regale was juſtifiable, provided he look'd ypol 
him as an Uſurper : Becauſe it did not img} 

Acknowledgment of the Prince of Oranges Tilt 
but only a tacit Concordate made to let him in 
joy the Privilege of nominating to Sees, provide 
he offer d no Injury to the Rights of the Church 

Sr. 

Tis no neceſſary Conſequence that the Church; 
ſhould be overturn'd with the State; and thyst 
Church kept fair with Maximus and St. Mari” 
altho' he was a Man of Piety deteſted the I yi" 
in his Heart, yet kept up a civil Correſpondenc ei 
with him. | | | EE OSD 


* 


| 
* 


* wt 


So Archbiſhop Sarcrof: (without making an 
odious Compariſons) it Prayers had not bee 
forc'd into Churches which he could not co 
ly with, and if no Scate Deprivation had fo 

ow'd, in all probability he would have acquielc 
with having even Dr. Burnet impos d upon 
the Church if it would have prevented the 822 
* 5 
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'B which afterwards moſt lamentably laid waſt the 
Beauty of our Sion, the Joy of the whole Earth. 

Thus much for Archbiſhop Sancroft's Commiſ- 
ſion, which was not given to be turn'd againſt him- 
ſelf, nor had he the Lay-deprivations in his Eye. 
. | ſhall find occaſion to conclude theſe my Ob- 
il {ervations with ſome Reflections upon Mr. Mar- 
Ls Freedom, in blaſting the Characters of the 
beſt good Men, that ever were an Honour to their 
Country, in the midft of a perverſe and crooked 

;neration. od | ELIE 
+ He would perſwade us, that the depriv'd Biſhops 
never enter'd any Claims of Right; never de- 
manded the continuance of their Clergies or Peo- 
ples Obedience ; never notified to one or to the 
other, that they took themſelves to be invalidly 
depriv'd, or expected any further adherence of 
either to them. | 
* Previouſly to my anſwering theſe Objections, 
I ſhall ask Mr. Marſhall one Queſtion. 

If they had done all this, would Mr. Marſhal 
then make any Conceflions in their Favour ; cill 
he explains upon that Subject, I cannot ſee to 
what Purpoſe he raiſes theſe ObjeRions. But 
e they are Falſe as to fact. 
ee, As to their entring Claims of Right, they 
gave all poſſible Demonſtrations of not acquieſ- 
cing in the Deprivation ; Archbiſhop Sancroft ftaid 
in the Palace of Lambeth till the Poſſe Comitatus - 
pull'd him out by the Ears; and the Biſhop: of 
Ely as Lam inform'd, was ferv'd the ſame by a 
Troop of Horſe. This ſurely was in effect a 
Claim, becauſe if they would not acknowledge 
the depriving Right, they conſequently muſt look 
pon themſelves to be Biſhops ſtill. But their Non- 
 Yubmiffion to the depriving Act, and their Sub- 
Iniſſion to the Troopers, was ſure diſowning the 

Right and confeſſing the Power. 

22 20%, As 
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and the Wirneſfes are ſtill living. 


The Frory palty in the telling, ſhe and her Family had i 


Spies, and it was his Principle to exclude none from Pra) 
ho Ta, Bur that he would have accepted their Service is 
alle 
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F My, As to their,never demanding the continuance of 
eir Clergies, or the Peoples Obedience, their conſtant 
Jondust was one canine Claim thereta 3. thoſe Preſby- 
ters who had net taken the Oaths fepair'd to them and 
i Canonical Obedience ag before; as for thoſe that 
ad taken the Oaths, their Diſobedience had cut them 
off from a dependance upon them, and therefore the Claim 
was fufficiently pramulg'd to anſwer the Ends thereof, 
-: Mereaver this ſeparate Communion, their confirming 
ae were all ſo many Acts of Claim. 
Mf. Marſhall is pleas'd to fay p. 16r. the v'd Bi. 
ops communicated till 1694. in the maſt ſolemn Parts of 
heiftian Worſhip in the publick Churches, which is u 
abſolute Falſhood as by a following relation will appear. 
Nr. We de 2. Story of the Biſhop of Ely, whi 
Tooks like a very improbable Relation, and I ſhall confront 
it with an oppoſite one, which I believe is better atteſted 


If the Biſhop of Ely adminiſtred the Communion to 
engleyrgmap who was thought to be upon her Death-bed 
nd told her che was lafe in that Communion, which ws 
oppos'd ro his, how can this be conſiſtent with his refuſing 
to let even a Lady whom he look'd upon to be a S$chil 
match ſtand as God mother to an Infant he bapiiz'd. Thi 


eave to the World to deſcant upon. 


long Friendſhip with him, yet the knew not with any cer 
tainty of what Religion he was, and whether he went to 
husch or not, the“ he confirm'd. Numbers publickly in the 
Face of the World. If the Story is trug it is ill told. 
Mr. Matſball p. 162. is pleaſed to rake up the Aſhes of: 
r, to charg 


venerable Metropolitan and glorious Con 
upon him manifeſt Falſhoods, rie: 6: | 
The whole of Truth, or that looks like Truth in the f. 
ation, is that his ſwearing Chaplains did Communic 
with him, and fo for ought I know they would with 40 
Body elfe. Bur it does not follow that he communicate 


with them; 'tis more than probable, they only ſtaid # 


iſe as the reſt of Mr, Marſhall's Bundle, and is evident! 
contrary to the whole Series gf his Conduct, as I ſhall her 
I Mi. M{aſpall ever 193d 2 Letter gut of Sufok to. 
Friend in London, written by a learned and reverend 
vine now with God, he wHl' find there an Extract of 
* dictated from tlie Archbiſhop's' own! Mouth, dat 


oO, «Mo is len) 
November 18, 1693. which yuns phys, f Mp Lens 3 5 bl 
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« hle of how great a Cancernment it is who Miniſters to 


& him in holy Things, we have very few Nonjurors here- 
4 abouts; Mr. V. hath been with us once and viſited my 


* Lord very folemnly, and it happened ta be at a Time 
Sweaters. and Non-ſwearers in the 


* when there were many 
Room; he gave me the Abſolutian af the Church; and 
« not lang after, the holy Sacrament: He comes often 


* hither, and when it is feaſonable performs the hoty Of- 


e fices. At other Times Mr. S. who perfectly underftands 
« the Lirurgy, uſeth as many af the Prayers as it is fit for 
% him to do; and we heartily implore God's Mercy for 
4 the Pardon of our Defe&s and Indecencies in the Perfor- 
* mance of his holy Service, and hope that we are acgep- 


ted. My ord never receiveth the Sacrament but with 
es thoſe that come not at the Pariſh and are Nonjurors. 
He never admits any of the irregular Clergy to be at the 


50 __ Offices ; as for the reft if they come when he goes 
«* to Prayers he excludes them not. This hath been his 


This my Lord dict ated to me from his own Mouth; you fee how 


ready his Apprehenfions and Fudgments are. 


This Letter is ſufficient ta clear that Point in Diſpute, and 


ſhall only abſerve that he took particular Care a Nonjurar 


ſhould perform the laſt Office of the Burial of the Dead. 
If he had any Opinion of your Communion, he did not 


- behave himfelf in one Reſpect ſuitable to the other bright 


Parts of his Character, never to be induced in his whole 


Retirement to ftir once to tbe publick Church; if you 


want ta be certain of the Truth of this, you may Know it 
from the Mauth of the Prieſt of that Pariſh, who liv'd in a 


good Correſpondence with the reverend Prelate, and has 


.ofrentimes had his Prayers for his Converſion. 


-. 


The Archbiſhop was ſa far from heaps an Admirer of 


the Chuich, that he never came into it a 


Life, ; 
; I ſhall add one Relation more, and ſo conclude this mat- 
er. 

Five Perſons, moſt of whom are now alive, repair'd ta 
Archbiſhop Sancroft to aſk Eis Opinion of their reſorting to 
the Publick Prayers; he told them there ought to be an 
Abſolution at the End of the Prayers as well as at the 
Beginning, to clear them from the Sin they had contract- 
ed in joining in unjuſt Petitions, | 

This is lufficient to clear the Reverend Prelate, and to 
curb Mr. Aarſball's Forwardneſs in aſſerting that no publick 


Separation occurr'd till the Year 1694. whereas this Arch - 


ive of dead, bur 
lies now expos'd to Storms and Tempeſts as he was in his 
| A 


L126 J 
biſhop died in 1693. and his Conduct, I hope, by this time 
is pretty obvious. 

he World may reaſonably ex a Paralle] between 
Dr. Kennet and Mr. Marſhall, the Book and the Appendix 
ſufficiently anſwer that Demand; however, I ſhall comply 
to make ſome few Obſervations upon their Conduct. | 
Dr. Kennet ſet out young in the World with full Reſoly- 
tions to make his Fortunes in King Fames's Reign, and he 
accordingly courted Popery, and was juſt upon the Point 
of complimenting his Religion away to pleaſe that Mo- 


narch, till he receiv'd Advice of the Prince of Ordnge's 


Preparations. | | 
r. Marſball was 2 the Riſing-Sun peeping from 
behind a Cloud, he made his conſtant Application to the 
Friends of a certain Gentleman, gave very good Aſſura 
that he wou'd come into all their Meaſures, till General 
Fills beat him out of all his good Reſolutions at once. 

Dr. Kennet at that time was convinc'd in his Conſcience 
that King James's Caule grew more wicked every day, and 
was arriv'd to an enormous Height of Impiety after the Bat- 
tle of La Hague. Sh 

Mr. Marfball has entertain'd the ſame Sentiments of Jaco- 
bitiſm fince the Surrender of Preſton ; he cou'd find no dam- 
nable Schiſm nor horrid Separation before. . 


tion his Aim, Riches his Enjoyment, and the Service of 
God his Property. | OY 
Mx. Marßball is drawing the ſame rough Lines upon his 
Soul he is young, and I wiſh he wou'd take care not to finiſh 
the Draught, ſuch a Man, tho' flatter'd while he lives, will be 
curs'd when he is dead, and this will be the Reward of an 
Whole labour'd Syſtem of Miſchief and Impiety form'd 1) 
his dark Breaſt while he liv'd in the World. IJ? 
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Dr. Kennet is fold to work Wickedneſs, to make Ambi- 
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Num. 2. 


Ominus Rex mandavit Breve ſuum ſub pri ato 
frgillo ſuo Willielmo Arcbiep. Ebor. Angl. Primati, 


qd idem Archiep. cum omni ea celeritate qua poterit vent-. 


ret coram eo aliquibus certis de cauſis, virtute __ man- 


dati idem Archiep. venit coram ipſo Dno Rege Conſilio 


ſuo apud Woodſtoke die Lune pt. © Paſche anno 

} RRs. nunc quarto; & unde idem Archiep. per Conſilium 

Dui Regis in præſentia 3 fuit allocutus de eo qd da- 
e # 


tum fuit Dno Regi intelligi, 9d quidam Willielmus de 
oe uh oo les Archiepiſcopo ei nunciando C& aſ- 


ſertive affir mando quod Dominus E. quondam Rex Augliæ 


Pater Domini Regis nunc fuit 4755 es & in plena vita 
in Priſona Caſtri de Corff petendo ab eo fi al ejus delibe- 
rationem aliquid vellet pr eſtare adjutorium ſeu conſilium 
ad quod idem Archiepiſcopus reſpondiſſe debuit quod om- 
nia bona & catalla ſna præterquam unum veitimentum 
& unum Calicem Venditioni exponeret & pro delibera- 
tione ſua habenda libenter expenderet. Et quod idem Ar- 
chiepiſcopus miſit prædium Willielmum ad quandam Do- 
nenaldum de Marr in Seqtiam pro Conſilio & Auxilio 
ſuo habendo ad prædictam deliberationem faciend. confe- 
rendo ei pro expenſis ſuis, & quod idem Donenald. 


reſpondiſſe debuit quod i ipſe per ipſum Archiepiſcopum 


premunitus fuiſſet, veniret in Angliam cum mili- 
bus hoſtium in anxilium ipſius Archiepiſcopi ad delibera- 
ronem prædictam faciendam ; unde quaſitum fuit ab eo 
in præſentia Regis qualiter ſe vellet inde acquietare, ad 


quod idem Archiepiſcopus dixit quod ex quo Dominus Rex 


in Demonſtratione & Querela ſua non a ſſignavit Diem, 
Locum neque Annum ubi pradittus Willielmus de King ſ- a 
cleere talia C olloquia ſecum habuiſſe debuit, non intend 


quod 
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quod Dominud. Rex welit ad talem Demonſttationem 
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_' Poſtea Dominus Rex mi 
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